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10675. Also, petition of the City Commission of the City
of Pontiac, Mich., favoring the recognition of the memory
of Brig. Gen. Thaddeus Kosciusko by the issuing of a
special series of postage stamps; to the Committee on the
Post Office and Post Roads.

10676. Also, petition of the Woman’'s Home Missionary
Society, Stockbridge, Mich., advocating a law establishing a
Federal motion-picture commission, ete.; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

10677. Also, petition of 42 residents of Grand Ledge and
Lansing, Mich., protesting against the repeal of the eight-
eenth amendment; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

10678. Also, petition of 97 residents of Detroit, Mich., pro-
testing against House bill 13742, the beer bill; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

10679. By Mr. SINCLAIR: Petition of the Senate of the
State of North Dakota, favoring the enactment of House bills
20 and 21 to raise and stabilize the commodity price level;
to the Committee on Banking and Currency.

10680. By Mr. SUTPHIN: Petition of the Manufacturers
Club of Bloomfield, N. J., urging the balancing of the Budget;
to the Committee on Ways and Means.

10681. By Mr. WATSON: Petition of Mrs. B. Hartman,
with 26 other signatures, residents of Bucks County, Pa., urg-
ing the elimination of aliens in making future apportion-
ments for congressional districts; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

SENATE

"SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 25, 1933

The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m.
The Chaplain, Rev. Z€Barney T. Phillips, D. D., offered the
following prayer:

Eternal Father, in whose hands are life and death, by
whose power we are sustained, by whose mercy we are
spared, we thank Thee for the endless renewing of life in
the divine ordering of this wondrous world, for Thou art
never weary in releasing us from the bonds wherewith we
have bound ourselves. Help us, therefore, to walk in this
new day free from the bondage of fear, and as Thou hast
committed unto us our work so would we commit our care
unto Thee. Open our eyes that we may receive new light,
our ears that we may hear the voice of Thy love, speak
peace unto our hearts that we may gain the victory o’er the
things that press us down and o'er the flesh that doth so
often encumber us, that we may hope all things and endure
all things as messengers of Thy healing mercy to this
troubled and distracted world. We ask it in the name of
Him who is our peace, Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen.

Mr, FESS. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent for
the approval of the Journal for the calendar days of Thurs-
day and Friday, February 23 and 24, 1933.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and it is so ordered.

CALL OF THE ROLL

Mr. FESS. Mr, President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll, and the following Sena-
tors answered to their names:

Ashurst Carey Harrison Moses

Austin Clark Hastings Neely

Bailey Coolidge Hatfield Norbeck
Bankhead Copeland Hayden Norris
Barbour Costigan Hebert Nye

Barkley Couzens Johnson Oddie

B Dale Patterson
Black Dickinson Eendrick Pittman
Blaine Dill Eeyes Reed

Borah Fess Reynolds
Bratton Fletcher La Follette Robinson, Ark.
Brookhart Frazier Lewis Robinson, Ind.
Broussard George Logan Russell
Bulkley Glass Long Bchuyler
Bulow Glenn McGill Sheppard
Byrnes Gore McEellar Bhortridge
Capper Grammer McNary Smith
Caraway Hale Metcalf Smoot
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Steiwer Thomas, Okla. Tydings Watson
Btephens Townsend Vandenberg Wheeler
Thomas, Idaho Trammell Walsh, Mass. White

Mr. NORRIS. I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr,
HoweLL] is absent from the Senate because of illness.

Mr. BLAINE. I wish to announce that the senior Sena-
tor from Minnesota [Mr. SHirsTEAD] is unavoidably absent
owing to illness.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Eighty-four Senators have
answered to their names. A quorum is present.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed a bill (H. R. 14395) relating to the prescribing of
medicinal liquor, in which it requested the concurrence of
the Senate.

The message also announced that the House had rejected,
by striking out the enacting clause thereof, the bill (S. 417)
to provide a government for American Samoa.

The message further announced that the House had agreed
to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14562)
making appropriations for the legislative branch of the
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, and
for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the
House to the bill (S. 88) to authorize the Postmaster Gen-
eral to investigate the conditions of the lease of the post-
office garage in Boston, Mass., and to readjust the terms
thereof.

The message returned to the Senate, in compliance with
its request, the joint resolution (8. J. Res. 223) establishing
the United States Georgia Bicentennial Commission, and for
other purposes, with the accompanying papers.

ENROLLED EBILLS SIGNED

The message further announced that the Speaker had
affixed his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they
were signed by the Vice President:

S.1044, An act authorizing the issuance to Cassie E. How-
ard of a patent for certain lands;

S.2148. An act for the relief of Clarence R. Killion;

S.2259, An act for the relief of Mathie Belsvig;

S.4286. An act to authorize credit in the disbursing ac-
count of Donna M. Davis; and

S.4287. An act for the relief of Harold W. Merrin.

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY ACT

Mr, BLAINE. Mr. President, on page 4912 of the REcorp
of Friday, February 24, in the first column, I find the fol-
lowing:

The PresmING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to the
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin to the amendment of
the committee.

On a division, the amendment to the amendment was rejected.

Following that announcement, this statement appears:

Mr. Braine. Mr. President, I send to the desk an amendment
which I shall propose to the pending bill and ask that it be
printed and lie upon the table.

I was not advised of the error in time to make the correc-
tion in the stenographic report of the proceedings yesterday.
I want to correct the Recorp to the effect that while the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris] had the floor he yielded
to me to present the amendment which I sent to the desk
and which I proposed or said I would propose as an amend-
ment to the pending bill, and I asked that it be printed and
lie upon the table. The Senator from Nebraska had the floor
and yielded. I was immediately called from the Chamber
and, evidently in the confusion that existed upon the floor
and the general disorder, action upon the amendment which
I had offered at an earlier date is shown to have taken place
while I was present. I could not have been present at the
time, because I was absent from the time I said I would
propose an amendment, which I sent to the desk to be
printed, through the kindness of the Senator from Nebraska
in yielding to me for that purpose.
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My only purpose in making the correction is to move a
reconsideration of the vote by which the amendment to the
amendment, as announced by the Presiding Officer, was
rejected. I enter a notice of my intention to make a motion
to reconsider the vote by which the amendment to the
amendment was rejected.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will
be entered.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I propose the following
unanimous-consent agreement and ask for its present con-
sideration.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let it be read for the informa-
tion of the Senate.

The Cuier CrLerk. The Senator from Oregon proposes
the following unanimous-consent agreement:

Ordered, by unanimous consent, That the Senate proceed to the
consideration of unobjected bills on the Calendar, subject to the
B6-minute rule, beginning with Order No. 1214, and after com-
pleting the call that the Senate then proceed with the call at
the beginning for unobjected bills.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas., Mr, President, I have no
objection.

THE PETROLEUM INDUSTRY

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I have a reso-
lution on the table which I desire to call up. I think it will
take no particular time to dispose of it, but I should like to
have a chance to have the resolution considered.

Mr. McNARY. I did not understand the statement of the
Senator. :

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. I say I have on the table
Senate Resolution 339, which is a resolution referring some
data to the Federal Trade Commission for examination and
report back to the Senate. It calls for no appropriation and
only for information. It relates to the running of illegal
oil in the flush oil fields of the West, including Oklahoma,
Texas, and western California.

Mr. MOSES. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state it.

Mr. MOSES. Has the routine morning business been
concluded?

The VICE PRESIDENT. It has not; it is just beginning.

Mr, MOSES. Then may I suggest to the Senator from
Oklahoma that, under the routine morning business, his
being a resolution coming over from a previous day, it would
be in order?

Mr. McNARY. Mr., President, the Senator from New
Hampshire is not conversant, I think, with the nature of the
request. I am asking immediately to proceed to the con-
sideration of unobjected bills on the calendar,

Mr, MOSES. Immediately?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. If I can have the resolution
to which I have referred considered for just a moment, I
shall have no objection.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Oregon
yield so that the resolution referred to by the Senator from
Oklahoma may be read to ascertain whether or not there is
objection?

Mr. McNARY. Yes; I yield.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the resolution be read.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, may we not have the reg-
ular morning procedure? Can we not proceed with the
presentation of petitions and the introduction of bills and
joint resolutions, and so forth?

Mr. McNARY. My object is simply this: There are a
number of Senate bills on the calendar which if passed
to-day will be messaged over to the House and an oppor-
tunity will be afforded to have them brought up for con-
sideration on the Union Calendar of the House on Monday
next, which will be the last opportunity for the consideration
of such bills. Hence I ask that the morning be not entirely
taken up with roufine morning business but that we may
proceed immediately to the consideration of the calendar.

The request is made in the interest of the expedition of
legislation and to accommodate most of the Members of the
Senate.

Mr. FLETCHER. I should like to see that done.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution referred to by
the Senator from Oklahoma will be read.

The Chief Clerk read the resolution, Senate Resolution
339, submitted by Mr, TeEomas of Oklahoma on January 20,
1933, as follows:

Resolved, That since Federal tax receipts will be decreased, bal-
ancing the Budget made more difficult, and a valuable and irre-
placable natural resource may be wasted by the impending
demoralization of the American petroleum industry the Federal
Trade Commission is hereby directed to report at once to the
Senate of the United States the fullest information now in their
possession covering the following-named topics and to further in-
vestigate and report at the earliest possible time to the Senate of
the United States, if it 1s then in session, or to the Senate Commit-
tee on the Judiciary, if the Senate is not in session, in which case
the Committee on the Judiciary shall make such report a public
document at once that it may be available for use of Members of
the Senate;

(1) The cause of the recent cut in the price of petroleum and
petroleum products;

(2) The reason for the drop in crude-oil prices in 1931;

(3) The explanations of fluctuations in the price of petroleum
products contrary to the normal operation of the laws of supply
and demand;

(4) The base which determines the price paid the producer of
petroleum and the ultimate price paid by the consumer of petro-
leum products and their relation;

(5) Whether the price of petroleum or petroleum products is
determined by any corporation or group of corporations;

(6) Whether any groups through their evasion of State regu-
latory laws are tending to develop a monopoly in petroleum
products;

(7) Whether any companies or corporations engaging in inter-
state business are requiring the repayment of loans by delivery
of petroleum at rates fixed below their own posted prices or below
the market price, thus breaking that market price and demoraliz-
ing the industry;

(8) Whether any person, persons, or corporation is guﬂty of
purchasing, transporting, or disposing of petroleum or petrcleum
products produced or acquired in violation of State regulatory
laws; and

(89) Whether unfair competition is being made possible by unfair
charges on transporting petroleum or its products or in any process
of refining or distributing them, enabling any corporation to en]oy
an improper advantage over competltors who are not guilty of
such practices,

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present
consideration of the resolution?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I make
a suggestion to the Senator from Oklahoma?

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Certainly.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I suggest that the declara-
tion in the beginning of the resolution in the nature of a
preamble be stricken out, including all the language after
the word “ That,” in line 1, down to and including the word
“industry ¥ and the comma in line 5, page 1, so that the
resolution will be directory without the preliminaries.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. That is satisfactory to me,
Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oklahoma
modifies his resolution. Is there objection to the resolution
as modified?

Mr, McNARY. I have no objection.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, before the
resolution is acted upon I ask permission to submit a state-
ment following the printing of the resolution and likewise
to submit a number of letters——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Just a moment. The resolution
has not been agreed to. Is there objection? The Chair
hears ncne.

The resolution as modified was agreed to as follows:

Senate Resolution 339

Resolved, That the Federal Trade Commission is hereby directed
to report at once to the Senate of the United States the fullest
information now in their possession covering the following-named
topics and to further investigate and report at the earliest possible
time to the Senate of the United States, if it is then in session,
or to the Senate Commiftee on the Judiciary if the Senate is not in
session, in which case the Committee on the Judiciary shall make

such report a public document at once that it may be avallable
Benate: :

for use of Members of the
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(1) The cause of the recent cut in the price of petroleum and
petroleum products;

(2) The reason for the drop in crude-oil prices in 1931;

(3) The explanations of fluctuations in the price of petroleum
products contrary to the normal operation of the laws of supply
and demand;

(4) The base which determines the price paid the producer of
petroleum and the ultimate price paid by the consumer of peiro-
leum products and their relation;

(5) Whether the price of petroleum or petroleum products s de-
termined by any corporation or group of corporations;

(6) Whether any groups through their evasion of State regu-
latory laws are tending to develop & monopoly in petroleum
products;

(7) Whether any companies or corporations engaging in inter-
state business are requiring the repayment of loans by delivery of
petroleum at rates fixed below their own posted prices or below
the market price, thus breaking that market price and demoralizing
the industry;

(8) Whether any person, persons, or eurpm'a.t!on is guilty of pur-
chasing, transporting, or disposing of petroleum or petroleum
lp;roduc::d produced or acquired in viclation of State regulatory

WE;

(9) Whether unfair competition is being made possible by unfair
charges on transporting petroleum or its products or in any
process of refining or distributing them, enabling any corporation
to enjoy an improper advantage over competitors who are not
guilty of such practices.

Mr, THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask permis-
sion to insert at this point in the Recorp a statement ex-
plaining briefly the purpose of the resolution, and I also
submit a number of affidavits and letters and photostatic
copies of data to accompany the resolution and to be trans-
mitted to the Federal Trade Commission.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the state-
ment will be printed in the Recorp, and the material re-
ferred to by the Senator will be transmitted to the Federal
Trade Commission.

The statement referred to is as follows:

The indictment and punishment of any who are guilty of de-
liberately wrecking the American petroleum industry through
unjustified price cuts just when it was leading the way back to
prosperity should be expedited by the passage of this resolution
authorizing the Federal Trade Commission to thoroughly investi-
gate this question. Regardless of how high placed or how wealthy
the guilty persons might be, such an investigation should neither
be postponed nor avoided. No alien enemy in time of war-could
have done so much damage to the welfare of the whole American
people or could have blotted out so much wealth as was done by
the unwarranted slash in petroleum prices at the dictates of some
unrevealed authority.

The Federal Government has both an interest in this investiga-
tion and a duty to further it. Those reasons may be briefly
enumerated thus:

(1) Income-tax receipts growing out of the American petroleum
industry will be diminished by enormous sums through the prac-
tical ruin of hundreds of operators and by the serious losses
suffered by still more because of this movement by which they
have been forced to sell their oil at less than actual production
costs.

(2) The PFederal income from corporation taxes will be equally
reduced by the serious losses suffered by companies engaged in
the production of petroleum.

(8) Federal receipts from pipe-line taxes may have been seri-
ously affected by the clandestine transportation of oil produced
in violation of State regulation without proper reports being made
as a basis for taxation.

(4) The many Federal interests involved in the interstate com-
merce in petroleum and its products demand that the United
States Government should ascertain the facts in order that any
guilty of such violations might be properly prosecuted.

(6) The antitrust laws forbid combinations in restraint of trade
such as seem probable in this united movement to eliminate large
groups of petroleum producers to the advantage of those having
the power to determine the price at which they purchase oil and
also the price at which they sell its refined products.

(6) Should the evidence show a conspiracy on the part of any
group or groups responsible for slashing the price of petroleum,
for encouraging tax evasion, or for practically subsidizing the
evasion of State laws to the damage of Federal tax receipts, in-
dictments under the conspiracy act should be made possible
through' transmission of this evidence to the Department of Justice
and the appropriate authorities.

(7) The Treasury Department should be provided with all the
data covering the first three items in this list, embracing the
effect of income-tax payments, corporation-tax payments, and
pipe-line levies in order that, should there be presumptive evi-
dence of guilt, fullest information might be given to the Depart-
ment of Justice in order that proper criminal action might be
taken.

(8) Evidence indicating vioclations of various acts governing
interstate commerce should be referred to the Interstate Com-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 25

'}n&rﬁe Commission for its study and report to the Department of
ce.

(9) The Department of Justice should be requested to enter
prosecutions if sufficient evidence is found to justify such action
in regard to any violations of the laws previously mentioned and
especially to prosecute under the conspiracy act any who have
been guilty of entering any conspiracy whose result would be to
affect Federal tax receipts, or to violate either interstate com-
merce laws or the provisions of the antitrust acts.

No additional appropriation should be required at present to
accomplish a preliminary investigation, The Federal Trade Com-
mission should be able to obtain from the States of Texas and
Oklahoma the facts which have been revealed in those States by
official investigation. The Federal Trade Commission also prob-
ably possesses already much information in regard to previous
combinations in restraint of trade or to artificially depress prices
of petroleum products. That information should be collated
with data obtained from the Texas and Oklahoma investigations.
If additional and more detailed ingquiry should be necessary, the
Federal Trade Commission may report to the coming special ses-
sion of the Congress when a supplemental appropriation might be
given proper consideration.

Since responsible persons in the petroleum industry and repu-
table newspapers are publicly alleging the truth of these charges,
& positive duty rests upon the Federal Government in making such
an investigation as will establish their truth or falsity and deter-
mine whether one of the basic industries of the Nation is being
deliberately wrecked for the enrichment of a few people and
whether the Federal revenues are being further depleted at the
very time when the stability of our credit depends upon our
seiluriirilg sufficient revenue to carry on necessary governmental
activities.

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS

Mr. BLAINE presented a resolution adopted by the Eau
Claire County Farmers Union and National Holiday Asso-
ciation, Fall Creek, Wis., favoring the repeal of the Federal
reserve act and the passage of legislation for the coinage
of new full legal-tender money in sufficient amount to pay
the soldiers, finance Federal improvements, and to refinance
agriculture, and also favoring the full payment of foreign
debts owed to the United States, which was referred to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

Mr. KEAN presented a resolution adopted by the council
of the borough of South River, N. J. protesting against
any Federal taxation which imposes, or may be interpreted
as imposing, a burden upon States, State agencies, and/or
publicly owned utilities, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on Finance.

Mr. ASHURST presented a resolution of the Arizona
Cattle Growers' Association, favoring the waiver by the
Secretary of Agriculture of the first half of the 1933 graz-
ing fees in the national forests, which was referred to the
Commiittee on Agriculture and Forestry.

He also presented a resolution of the Arizona Cattle
Growers’ Association, favoring increase in' the maximum
loan limit of the Federal land banks to $100,000, and the
authorization of loans to corporations as well as to indi-
viduals or partnerships, which was referred to the Com-
mittee on Banking and Currency.

He also presented a resolution of the Arizona Cattle
Growers’' Association, favoring the passage of legislation
to authorize the Reconstruction Finance Corporation,
through its regional agricultural credit corporations, to al-
low 10-year loans on an amortization plan to livestock pro-
ducers, which was referred to the Committee on Banking
and Currency.

He also presented a resolution of the Arizona Cattle
Growers' Association, favoring the maintenance of the
present tariff duty on livestock and livestock products, ex-
cepting hides, the duty on hides to be increased to a basis
of at least 6 cents per pound on green hides, which was
referred to the Committee on Finance.

He also presenfed a resolution of the Arizona Cattle
Growers' Association, indorsing house bill No. 174 of the
Arizona Legislature, providing for the creation of a copper
tariff board and the making of an appropriation to defray
the expenses thereof, which was referred to the Committee
on Finance.

He also presented a resolution of the Arizona Cattle Grow-
ers’ Association, in opposition to a bill introduced in the
Legislature of Arizona, proposing to place a tax on all
margarine, which was referred to the Committee on
Finance.
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BONDS AND DEBTS OF MUNICIPALITIES

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent for the printing in full in the REcorp and appropriate
reference of the resolution adopted by the Board of Com-
missioners of the city of Camden, N. J., urging enactment
of legislation to permit the Reconstruction Finance Corpo-
ration to make loans to municipalities and to permit cities
to refinance their present bonded debts at lower rates of
interest.

There being no objection, the resolution was refeired to
the Committee on Banking and Currency and ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it resolved by the Board of Commissioners of the city of
Camden, N. J., That the Congress of the United States be re-
quested, by proper national legislation, to permit a moratorium
on municipal bonds and debts: And be it further

Resolved, That sald Congress further be requested to pass such
legislation as may be necessary, to permit the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation to loan moneys to municipalities and permit
cities to refinance their present bonded debts at lower rates of
interest: And be it further

Resolved, That copies of these resolutions, signed by the city
clerk certifying to their adoption by the city commissioners on
this date, be sent to the Clerk of the House of Representatives,
the clerk of the United States Senate, our Congressman, our
United States Senator, and to our senator and assemblymen of
this county.

Crry CrErK’s OFFICE,
Camden, N. J.

I, F. 8. Albright, city clerk of Camden, N. J., do hereby certify
that the foregoing is a true copy of resolution passed by the
Board of Commissioners of Camden, N. J., the 23d day of February,
A. D. 1933, as taken from and compared with the original now on
file in my office.

In testimony whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and seal
of l;;ha city of Camden, at Camden, this 23d day of February,
A. D. 1933.

[sEAL.] F. 8. ALBriGHT, Cily Clerk.

ANNIVERSARY OF GENERAL KOSCIUSKO

Mr. BARBOUR. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
for printing in full in the Recorp and appropriate reference
of the resolution adopted by the board of commissioners of
the city of Camden, N. J., urging the issuance of a special
series of 3-cent postage stamps commemorating the one
hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the naturalization as an
American citizen and appointment of Thaddeus Kosciusko
as brevet brigadier general of the Continental Army on
October 13, 1783.

There being no objection, the resolution was referred to
the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads and ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Whereas on October 13, 1933, will occur the one hundred and
fiftieth anniversary of the naturalization as an American citizen
of Brig. Gen. Thaddeus Kosciusko, a hero of the Revolutionary
War; and

Whereas the service rendered by him was of great value and
assistance to the cause of American independence and of such
high importance that on October 13, 1783, he was appointed
brevet brigadier general of the Continental Army and was granted
naturalization as an American citizen; and

Whereas it is but fitting that proper recognition should be given
to the memory of Brig. Gen. Thaddeus EKosciusko, whose illustri-
ous service in the war for American independence is well known
to all who are familiar with our history: Therefore be it

Resolved by the Board of Commissioners of the City of Camden,
N. J., and the Board of Commissioners of the City of Camden, N. J.,
hereby respectfully requests and urges Congress to authorize the
issuance of a special series of postage stamps of the denomination
of 3 cents, of such design and for such period as it may deter-
mine, commemorative of the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary
of the naturalization as an American citizen and appointment of
Thaddeus Kosciusko, as brevet general of the Continental Army
on October 13, 1783; and be it further

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be sent to the Repre-
sentative in Congress from the first district of New Jersey and to
the two United States Senators from New Jersey.

Crry CLERK’s OFFICE,
Camden, N. J.

I, F. B. Albright, city clerk of Camden, N. J., do hereby certify
that the foregoing is a true copy of resolution passed by the
Board of Commissioners of Camden, N. J., the 23d day of February,
A. D, 1933, as taken from and compared with the original now on
file in my office.

In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand and seal of
Ti]sgscity of Camden, at Camden, this 23d day of February, A. D.

[sEAL.] F. 8. AusricuT, City Clerk.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4961

REMONETIZATION OF SILVER

Mr. WHEELER presented a resolution of the Miles City
(Mont.) Trades and Labor Council, which was referred to
the Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

A memorial “ memorializing the President and Congress of the
United States to enact into law Senate bill 2487, known as the
Wheeler bill."

To the honorable Senate and House of Representatives of the
United States in Congress asembled:

Your memorialists, the members of the Twenty-third Legislative
Assembly of the State of Montana, the senate and house concur-
ring, respectfully represent as follows:

Whereas the people of this State, this Nation, and the world
in general are struggling to maintain themselves, retain their
property and business and meet their private and public obliga-
tions under the heavy and increasing burdens of steadlly falling
commodity prices, with consequent unemployment and other
forms of hardship and distress; and

Whereas the various efforts that have been made to restore
prosperity and confidence, apparently based on the thesis that
relief of special groups would relieve all other groups also, and
that forced expansion of credit would raise commodity prices, have
either failed or proved inadequate; and

Whereas it is our belief that the Wheeler bill will do more to
;e;}nletve the deplorable condition that our country is in: Therefore

Resolved by the Miles City Trades and Labor Council, That we
indorse the Wheeler bill and earnestly recommend its passage to
the President and Congress of the United States.

REVIEW OF DISABILITY-ALLOWANCE CLAIMS

Mr, FLETCHER. Mr, President, in the Washington Post
of to-day there appears an article having reference to the
action taken by Gen. Frank T. Hines, Administrator of Vet-
erans’ Affairs, in directing that all disability-allowance
claims be reviewed.

As further information on this controversial subject I re-
quest leave to have printed and appropriately referred, fol-
lowing these remarks, a letter addressed to me several days
ago by Administrator Hines.

There being no objection, the letter was referred to the
Committee on Finance and ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

VETERANS' ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, February 14, 1933.
Hon. Duncan U. FLETCHER,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear SENATOR FLETCHER: This has reference to your tele-
phonic communication of February 13, 1933, and is in response to
your inquiries relating to the review of disability-allowance claims
which is now being conducted.

On December 1, 1932, there was initiated, by administrative
order, a review by the Veterans’ Administration of awarded claims
for disability allowance in order to place into effect standards for
disability evaluation presently in use in the adjudication of such
claims. The review now in progress was undertaken, according to
the legal warrant conferred by section 5 of the World War veter-
ans' act, 1924, as amended, which provides in effect that for the
purpose of administering, executing, and enforcing the provisions
of the act the director (administrator) shall have full power and
authority to make such rulings and regulations as are necessary
or proper not inconsistent with the other provisions of the act.
It is also specified by that section that regulations and provisions
may be made for the nature and extent of proofs and evidence,
as well as for the determination of methods for investigations,
medical examinations, adjudications, and awards.

In the matter of your reference, generally, to the review of
claims now being conducted it is felt that in the way of explana-
tion of the reasons for having instituted the review it will be in
order to discuss briefly the history of disability allowance and
the problems which confronted the administration in the adjudi-
cation of disability-allowance claims. Thousands upon thousands
of claims were presented for consideration immediately after the
enactment of the amendatory act of July 3, 1930, and the necessity
to secure prompt relief for veterans entitled thereto was imme-
diately apparent; it was then obvious that if relief were to be
afforded promptly it could be done only by means of the most
expeditious adjudication of claims. Accordingly ratings were based
upon medical data contained in reports of examinations which
were of record and which had been, in some instances, secured
months previously. Further, in the sole interest of dispatch, there
were adopted standards for disability evaluation which were more
flexible perhaps than were justified by the experience of the
administration, and the most elastic definition of permanency of
disabllity was permitted to be used. It was then accepted that a

permanent disability would be held to exist whenever there was
present in any case a disability because of disease or injury which
was reasonably certain to continue unimproved for an indefinite
period. By force of necessity it was not possible to take into
account any gquestion of probable lack of continuity or perma-
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nency of disabling conditions, but adjudications were based upon
diagnoses and disabllity estimates previously made.

The necessity for the eventual adoption of more fixed evaluative
standards and definitions of permanency of disability was recog-
nized by the administration at the time the expedient measures
were temporarily resorted to, and it was then intended that as
soon as the circumstances should permit a general review of
awarded claims would be undertaken in order to place into effect
criteria for rating which would be in consonance with the expe-
rience acquired by the administration following the passage of the
amendatory act of July 3, 1930. At this time over 95 per cent of
claims have been adjudicated, and it may be said that practical
results have justified the previous conclusions of the administra-
tion in t to the necessity for the ultimate reconsideration
of claims. Numerous claims which have been reviewed in regular
course of adjudication have demonstrated that in many instances
disabling conditions initially considered to be permanent were not
in fact so, and that in some instances diseases or injuries have
been found to be no longer present, or to have improved to an
extent which has warranted reduction or discontinuance of awards.
Paragraph 2 of section 200 of the act is held to warrant the rule
for permanency which is now in effect, namely, that a permanent
disability will be taken to exist when there is present a disability
which, it is reasonably certain, will continue unimproved through-
out the claimant’s life. It is upon that definition of permanency
that all adjudications of disability-allowance claims are now made.

In consideration of your reference to the adjudication of claims
pursuant to the review without reexamination of the veteran con-
cerned, it is desired to assure you that it is the intention of the
administrative order which initiated the review (a copy of which
issue is inclosed for your information) that awards will not be dis-
continued in any case where the available evidence is not entirely
adequate to support the action taken. In that direct connection
your attention is invited to paragraph 56 of the inclosed issue.
You will observe that it has been provided that reexaminations
are expected to be secured in any case where examination reports
of record are clearly inadequate and where reexamination is con-
sidered to be essential to further adjudication of the claim; that
is to say, where it 15 considered that the data of record are insufii-
cient to satisfactorily portray the physical condition of-the veteran
and to enable accurate estimation of the extent of disability in
any instance. The other provisions to which the letter of December
1, 1932, refers relate to cases wherein it is apparent that the appli-
cation of presently effective standards for disability evaluation to
conditions which are satisfactorily described will result in either
increased or decreased disability ratings.

In the further matter of the questioned propriety of reduction
of awards without reexamination it is believed that you will ap-
preciate that the application of the rating principles now approved
in presently effective regulations makes it necessary that the need
for reexamination be determined according to the facts of indi-
vidual cases, and it may be said at this point that it is expected
that the officials and agencles of the administration, whose re-
sponsibility it is to conduct the review of claims, may be relled
upon to exercise sound judgment and discretion in making the
determinations required of them. It is not anticipated that re-
ductions without examination will be accomplished unless (1)
the file clearly indicates that a condition which qualifies under
the early rule for determining permanence, “reasonably certaln
to continue unimproved for an indefinite period ™ falls to qualify
under the present rule, “reasonably certain to continue unim-
proved throughout the veteran's life,” particularly with respect
to those conditions which are susceptible to operative interven-
tion; (2) the file definitely indicates that a disability in question
can not qualify for a 25 per cent, 50 per cent, 75 per cent, or per-
manent total rating under the evaluative regulations now in
effect and which were adopted after earlier regulations were shown
to be too elastic, especially so far as 25 per cent, 50 per cent, 75
per cent, and permanent total ratings had been developed by the
use of less than 10 per cent ratings, applied to conditions which
for the most part had heretofore not been definitely evaluated.

In providing for the review every precaution has been observed
in the protection of the rights of veterans whose claims will be
effected. The review will follow the order in which awards were
approved, and it is intended that claims will not be adjudicated
without reexamination except where sufficient medical data is of
record to permit adjudication. The right of any veteran to secure
appeal of his claim or to have reconsideration of his claim, to
which the present policies of the administration entitle him, will
be in no wise jeopardized by the review, Further, in order to pro-
vide a stay of adjudication to permit sufficient opportunity for the
submittal of additional evidence on the part of veterans and as
an added safeguard to the rights of veterans now provided, the
field offices have been instructed to discontinue no award pursu-
ant to the review before the first of the second calendar month
succeeding the month in which the termination is approved.

The attitude of veterans who are denied disability allowance is
sympathetically appreciated, and you are assured that the admin-
istration is fully aware of the hardships which will follow the
reduction of awards in some instances. The review of claims
which is now under way, as well as such reviews of disability-
allowance claims as have been conducted in the past, must be
held to be warranted as a matter of sound administration, upon
the proposition that it is in the interest both of the veterans
concerned and of the Government to review claims whenever it
may be necessary to see to it that the basic law and interpreta-
tions thereof are properly administered. Reconsiderations of indi-
vidual disability-allowance claims have been had in the routine
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of adjudication as they may come to the attention of the field
offices of the administration, either through the presentation of
additional evidence or in other proper manner, and it is therefore
proper to say that the review now under discussion constitutes
no departure from established policy affecting the basic rights of
beneficiaries concerned, and that it is in no sense unusual or

ary.
In conclusion it is desired to assure you that it is the intention
of the administration that no veteran who is found to have a
permanent disability of 25 per cent or more and who meets the
other requirements of the law need entertain any fear regarding
the continuation of disability allowance to which he is entitled.
Very truly yours,
Frank T. HinNes, Administrator.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES

Mr. McNARY, from the Committee on Agriculture and
Forestry, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 10124) for
the relief of A. Zappone, disbursing clerk, United States
Department of Agriculture, reported it without amendment
and submitted a report (No. 1301) thereon.

Mr. JOHNSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to
which was referred the bill (S. 5651) to amend sections 361,
392, 406, 407, 408, 409, 410, 411, and 412 of the United States
Code, relating to the construction and inspection of boilers,
unfired pressure vessels, and the appurtenances thereof,
reported it with an amendment and submitted a report (No.
1302) thereon.

Mr. LOGAN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which were referred the following bills, reported them
severally without amendment and submitted reports
thereon:

H.R.5367. An act for the relief of Jerry V. Crane (Rept.
No. 1303) ;

H.R.T167. An act for the relief of Stuart L. Ritz (Rept.
No. 1304) ; and

H.R.11980. An act authorizing the President to make a
posthumous award of a distinguished-flying cross to Glenn
H. Curtiss, deceased, and to present the same to Lua
Curtiss, mother of the said Glenn H. Curtiss, deceased
(Rept. No. 1305).

Mr. DICKINSON, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (S. 2167) for the relief of
Robert J. Foster, reporfed it with amendments and sub-
mitted a report (No. 1308) thereon.

Mr. CAREY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to
which were referred the following bills, reported them each
without amendment and submitted reports thereon:

H.R.2803. An act for the relief of John S. Stotts, de-
ceased (Rept. No. 1309); and

H.R.T7174. An act for the relief of James J. Meaney (Rept.
No. 1310).

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Finance, to which
was referred the bill (H. R. 12328) to authorize the assign-
ment of awards entered by the Mixed Claims Commission,
United States and Germany, the Tripartite Claims Commis-
sion, and the War Claims Arbiter, reported it without amend-
ment and submitted a report (No. 1306) thereon.

Mr. SHORTRIDGE, from the Committee on Appropria-
tions (as an ex officio member thereof), to which was re-
ferred the bill (H. R. 14724) making appropriations for the
Navy Department and the naval service for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1934, and for other purposes, reported it
with amendments and submitted a report (No. 1307) therecn.

Mr. NYE, from the Committee on Public Lands and Sur-
veys, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 637) to relinquish
the title of the United States to certain lands in the county
of Los Angeles, State of California, reported it with an
amendment and submitted a report (No. 1311) thereon.

He also, from the same committee, to which were referred
the following bills, reported them severally without amend-
ment and submitted reports thereon:

H.R.189. An act to add certain lands to the Modoc Na-
tional Forest, in the State of California (Rept. No. 1312) ;

H. R. 6484. An act to grant lands in Alaska to the Yakutat
& Southern Railway, a Washington corporation authorized
to carry on its business in the Territory of Alaska (Rept.
No. 1313);

H.R.10756. An act for the relief of Clive Sprouse and
Robert F. Moore (Rept. No. 1314) ;




1933 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE 1963

H.R.11242. An act to rélinquish the title of the United
States in and to lands in Rapides Parish, State of Louisiana
(Rept. No. 1315); and

H.R.12126. An act to add certain lands to the Gunnison
National Forest, Colo. (Rept. No. 1316).

LAKE ODDIE

Mr. KENDRICE, from the Committee on Public Lands
and Surveys, reported a bill (S. 5693) giving the name Lake
Oddie to the body of water resulting from the construction
of Hoover Dam, which was read twice by its title, and
ordered to be placed on the calendar.

BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION INTRODUCED

Bills and a joint resolution were introduced, read the
first time, and, by unanimous consent, the second time,
and referred as follows:

By Mr. AUSTIN:

A bill (8. 5681) to amend section 337 of the tariff act
of 1930; to the Committee on Finance.

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana:

A bill (8. 5692) to provide for the donation of certain
Army equipment to posts of the American Legion; to the
Committee on Military Affairs.

By Mr. CAPPER:

A joint resolution (S. J. Res. 258) to change the name of
B Street SW., in the District of Columbia; to the Commit-
tee on the District of Columbia.

HOUSE BILL REFERRED
The bill (H. R. 14395) relating to the prescribing of

medicinal liquors, was read twice by its title and referred

to the Committee on the Judiciary.
PURCHASE OF ALLOTMENTS OF DECEASED INDIANS—AMENDMENTS

Mr. FRAZIER submitted amendments intended to be pro-
posed by him to the bill (S. 5483) authorizing the Secretary
of the Interior, in behalf of Indians, to purchase the allot-
ments of deceased Indians, and for other purposes, which
were ordered to lie on the table and fo be printed.

LEASING OF AGRICULTURAL LANDS—AMENDMENT

Mr. BANKHEAD submitted an amendment in the nature
of a substitute intended to be proposed by him to the bill
(H. R. 13991) to aid agriculture and relieve the existing
national economic emergency, which was ordered to lie on
the table and to be printed.

AMENDMENT TO SECOND DEFICIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL

Mr. WHEELER submitted an amendment intended to be
proposed by him to House bill 14769, the second deficiency
appropriation bill, which was referred to the Committee on
Appropriations and ordered to be printed, as follows:

On page 15, after line 4, to insert the following:

“ Protection of interests of the United States in matters affect-
ing oil lands in former naval reserves: For an additional amount
for expenses of special counsel and for all other expenses, In-
cluding employment of experts and other assistants at such rates
as may be authorized or approved by the President, in connec-
tion with carrying into effect the joint resolution directing the
Secretary of the Interior to institute proceedings touching sec-
tions 16 an 36, township 30 south, range 23 east, Mount Diablo
meridian, approved February 21, 1924 (43 Stat. 15) fiscal year
1932, $17,000 to be expended by the President.”

GLADYCE W. SIMMONS

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I desire unanimous consent
to submit a resolution and have it referred to the Committee
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen-
ate. It is a resolution of my colleague [Mr. HoweLL] who
is detained from the Senate by illness, and I am submitting
it at his request.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none, and the resolution will be received and appro-
priately referred.

The resolution (S. Res. 372) was refered to the Com-
mittee to Audit and Conftrol the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized
and directed to pay from the appropriation for miscellaneous
items, contingent fund of the Senate, fiscal year 1932, to Gladyce

W. Simmons, daughter of Samuel B. Weil, late a messenger of
the Senate under supervision of the Sergeant at Arms, a sum

equal to six months’ compensation at the rate he was receiving
by law at the time of his death, said sum to be considered in-
clusive of funeral expenses and all other allowances.

HEARINGS BEFORE THE COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY,
SEVENTY-THIRD CONGRESS

Mr. FLETCHER, by unanimous consent, submitted the fol-
lowing resolution (8. Res. 373), which was referred to the
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses
of the Senate:

Resolved, That the Committee on Banking and Currency, or any
subcommittee thereof, hereby is authorized to sit during the
sessions, recesses, and adjourned periods of the Seventy-third
Congress at such times and places as it may deem advisable, to
make investigations into all matters within its jurisdiction, and
to compile and prepare statisties and documents relating thereto
as directed from time to time by the SBenate and as may be neces-
sary, and to report in due course to the Senate the result thereof,
to send for persons, books and papers, to administer oaths, and
to employ such expert, stenographie, clerical, and other assistance
as may be necessary; and all of the expenses incurred in pursu-
ance hereof shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Sen-
ate; and the committee is authorized to order such printing and
binding as may be necessary for its use.

TUNITED STATES GEORGIA BICENTENNIAL COMMISSION

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before
the Senate the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 223) establishing
the United States Georgia Bicentennial Commission, and for
other purposes, returned from the House of Representatives
on the request of the Senate.

Mr. GEORGE. I move that the Senate reconsider its
action disagreeing to the amendment of the House of Rep-
resentatives to the joint resolution and requesting a confer-
ence with the House on the disagreeing votes of the two
Houses thereon.

The motion to reconsider was agreed to.

Mr. GEORGE., I now move that the Senate agree to the
amendment of the House to the joint resolution.

The motion was agreed to.

UNVEILING OF A CANVAS ON THE WALL

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. President, I ask leave to have printed
in the REcorp an address by John A, Simpson, president of
the National Farmers’ Union, delivered to-day over a net-
work of the National Broadeasting Co., at Washington, D. C.,
entitled “ Unveiling of a Canvas on the Wall.”

There being no objection, the address was ordered to he
printed in Recorp, and it is as follows:

I am happy indeed to have this opportunity, again, of talking
to thousands of my radio friends who, I feel sure, are listening
in at this moment. I want to express my deep appreciation
to the National Broadcasting Co. for giving this hour to the
Farmers' Union the fourth Saturday of each month.

I also want to thank those who responded so splendidly to
the talk I gave the fourth Saturday in January. We now have
more than 1,600 who have volunteered to do organizing work
in their own counties. There is scarcely a day that we do not
receive results from these organizers. I take the position that
any person who speaks to an audience, like the one I am ad-
dressing to-day, should give them bread instead of a stone;
should give them milk instead of just foam. It is my purpose
in each of my talks to give you information, to give you truth
not available through the ordinary sources of securing informa-
tlon. If I can do this, I am not wasting your time nor mine,
and we shall be drawn closer together as we meet each other,
radio fashion, once each month. I am fully convinced we can
not only become acquainted over the radio, but also build up a
friendship approaching that of personal contact. So I come to
you to-day happy in the feeling that we are friends.

THE UNVEILING

The usual purpose at the unveiling of a great picture is to ex-
pose to view the work of some great artist—a work that he has
done with paint and brush. The unveiling brings to the eyes of
those present a thing of beauty. It brings to them the pleasure
and delight that we get from seeing beautiful things.

The picture that I shall unveil was not made with paint and
brush. It was not intended by its authors to be exposed to
public gaze. It was not constructed with the thought of making
it a thing of beauty. I shall unveil an ugly, hideous, inhuman
picture constructed by selfish, greedy, avaricious souls for the
purpose of robbing their fellow men.

MONEY AND CREDITS

Tearing the curtain aside, we see the subject of this picture
is “Money and Credits.” So far as this particular picture is
concerned the making of it began during the Civil War.

Examining the thumb prints on this picture, I can see it is the
work of the siimy hands of the big bankers of the Nation.



4964

BANEKER PERFIDY

I see, as a part of the background of this picture, what Abra-
ham Lincoln was up against in the trying days of his administra-
tion. Big bankers went to Congress in the early days of the war
and put exception clauses into the currency Lincoln was compelled
to issue. The exception clauses prevented this currency from
being full legal tender for all debts, public and private. In the
background of this picture, I see that this exception clause pre-
vented the money Lincoln issued from passing at a hundred cents
on the dollar. I see the soldiers of '61 accepting these bills at
face value, but they and their families back home compelled to
turn them in to the merchant and to those whom they owed at
50 cents on the dollar and even less in some instances. I see
the big bankers of the Nation accumulating hundreds of millions
of dollars of this currency at this depreciated value. Then after
the war I see, In this ugly picture, these same bankers going to
Congress and having their 50-cent dollars funded into Govern-
ment bonds payable in gold dollars at 100 cents on the dollar.

NATIONAL BANK ACT

I see these bankers, during this war period and after the war
period, secure the enactment of the national bank act. The
national bank act provides that national banks may loan the
United States receiving for such loan a Government interest-
bearing bond. The Government will then print for the national
bank an equal amount of blank national bank notes, the bank
leaving the Government bond as a guaranty that the bank shall
stay open ready to redeem such currency on demand. The officers
of such banks make money out of these blank national bank
notes by simply signing each bill at the place indicated. Under
this act, the national bank, after lending the Government, has
Just as much money to lend out to its customers upon which it
draws high rates of interest and at the same time the Government
sends them interest quarterly on a like amount of money.

To make this plain I give you my own experience. I was
president of the First National Bank of Weatherford, Okla., some
20 years ago. One day I lent $25,000 of that bank’s money to
the Government in Was| . The Government issued a $25,000
bond, its note to my bank. I left the bond with the Government
and received $25,000 in blank national bank notes which I signed
and returned to the vaults of the First National Bank of Weather-
ford. I had just as much money to lend in and around Weather-
ford to farmers and business men as I had before I lent the
Government that $25,000, and received interest every three months
on the Government bond left with the Secretary of the Treasury,
as well as from the bank's customers. I want you listening in
to know that when the last coupon on that Government bond has
been paid to the FPirst Natlonal Bank of Weatherford, Okla.,
the taxpayers of this Nation will have paid more than $25,000 in
interest to the bank for my signing and making some money for
the people to use. That is the national-bank system that I find
in the background of this picture, a system that I concede the
daily press of the country have the people believing is a sound
system. It is sound for the bankers, but not sound for the taxz-
payers of this Nation.

CRIME OF 1873

In the background of this hideous picture I want to call your
attention to the crime of 1873. England had gone off the
bimetallic standard in 1816. Immediately she entered upon an
extensive campaign to get other nations to do the same. It was
emissaries of Great Britain working through the big bankers of
this country who were largely responsible for the demonetization
of silver in 1873. Our big bankers saw that it would be much
easier for them to control the basic money of the country under
a single gold-standard system instead of a bimetallic system
in which both gold and silver were money.

This is a terrible picture I am unveiling and I want you to
;n?g that it is, exclusively, the work of the big bankers of this

ation.

FEDERAL RESERVE ACT

The next part of the background of this picture to which I
call your attention is the Federal reserve act passed by Congress
in 1814. This machine was supposed to function in the interest
of the common people. It was supposed to furnish an elasticity
to the money and credits of this counfry that would respond
quickly and adequately to the needs of the business and com-
merce of the Nation. In the background of this picture I see that
the international bankers jumped onto the Federal reserve ma-
chine, threw the lever in reverse, and instead of elastic qualities
being used to the advantage of the people it has been used against
their interests.

DEFLATION

I call your attention to that part of the background of the
picture where, immediately after the war the international
bankers of this country, through the Federal reserve banks, begin-
ning in May, 1920, demanded payment by the small banks of
the country of what those small banks owed to the big banks
and to the Federal reserve banks. As a result of these demands
in less than 18 months nearly $3,000,000,000 of Federal reserve
notes and national-bank notes were called in and canceled. In
other words, these pirates of finance destroyed in 18 months
$3,000,000,000 of the medium of exchange of this country.

I see in this picture that May 1, 1920, when deflation began,
cotton was 40 cents a pound on the Cotton Exchange in New
Orleans. Four months later it was 7 cents a pound, and to-day
it is less than 6 cents. I see in the background of this picture
on May 1, 1920, when the big bankers commenced the destruction
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of the medium of exchange of this country, wheat was $3 a bushel
on the Chicago Grain Exchange. Four months later it was $1.40,
and to-day it is less than 50 cents a bushel.

BANKS' POWER

In the background of this canvas I am unveiling, I want to call
your attention to the strangle hold two big banking systems in
New York City have on the business of this Nation. This will be
& very brief summary of the situation.

I shall take the Chase National Bank first. Members of its board
of directors hold directorships in other institutions to the follow-
ing extent: 18 banks, 12 insurance companies, 32 manufacturing
corporations, 17 .railroad companies, 19 public utilities, and 21
miscellaneous corporations. In turn, these banks in which di-
rectors of the Chase National have one or more directors have one
or more directors in 104 other banks, 142 insurance companies,
360 manufacturing corporations, 234 transportation companies,
which include some street rallways, steamship and aviation cor-
porations, 266 public utilities, and 569 miscellaneous corporations.
We find the Chase National and its interlocking banks with a total
of 2,023 directorships in other banks, in insurance companies,
manufacturing concerns, transportation companies, and public
utilities.

A breakdown of the National City Bank shows they hold 7
directorships in aviation companies, 41 in other banks, 104 in
miscellaneous companies, 44 in insurance companies, 102 in manu-
facturing corporations, 29 in transportation companies, 115 in
public-utility corporations. A breakdown of each of these 41
banks shows that the group under the National City Bank holds
4,019 directorships in other banks, public utilities, insurance com-
panies, transportation companies, manufacturing, and miscellane-
ous corporations.

Investigation reveals these interlocking directorates, both in
banking and industry, extend into foreign countries. It further
reveals that it extends to every automobile concern with the excep-
tion of Ford. It shows it includes practically every rallroad,
steamship company, and aviation company in the United States.
It includes practically every public utility in the United States.
It includes a majority of the insurance companies of the United
States. It includes every line of manufacturing. It reveals there
is scarcely such a thing as an independent concern in the United
States. Just a few big bankers completely control commerce,
industry, and transportation.

I get this information from the testimony of Mr. John P. Frey,
secretary-treasurer of the metal trades department of the American
Federation of Labor, This testimony was given Tuesday, January
31, this year before a subcommittee of the Judiciary Committee of
the United States Senate, Senator GeorGe Norris, of Nebraska,
presiding.

HOW BANK DESTROYS INDIVIDUAL

I want to call your attention to an incident in the background of
this picture that is typical of multiplled thousands of similar
incidents. It is the story of a friend of mine in Oklahoma who
through luck and a knowledge of oil geology really fell into great
wealth. He has opened more oil fields in this country than any
man in the country. This friend of mine told me a few months
ago that less than three years from the day he took lunch with
an international banker iIn New York City, they stripped him of
over £30,000,000. The process was, first, financing through lending;
second, financing by increasing his capital stock and the big
bankers taking most of the increased capital stock; third, by sur-
reptitiously buying other stock from minority stockholders until
they had controlling interest; fourth, after obtaining controlling
interest removing my friend as president of his own company;
fifth, and the last process, was selling to my friend's company
worthless property owned by the international banker. That day
when my friend took lunch with the international banker in New
York City it was the old story of the spider and the fly.

THE PICTURE ITSELF

I have hastily called your attention to the background of the
picture. Now, let us look at the plcture itself. In the center
of this background is the complete control by the international
bankers of the “ money and credits ” of this country. As Samp-
son's locks were the source of his power, so the control of the
money and credits of this country is the source of the power of
the international bankers of this country. Sampson shorn of
his locks was shorn of his power. The international bankers
shorn of their control of money and credits will be shorn of
their power and their interlocking directorates will cease to work
when they no longer have the power to make a big crop of money
or a small crop; when they are no longer the only source of
credit for the people of this Nation.

I did not make this picture. The international bankers made
it. I have unveiled it and brought it to your view. If you like
the condition this picture reveals, if you are contented for a few
selfish, greedy, avaricious men to have control of the money and
credits of this country, then turn from your radios at the close
of this hour, put your necks in the yoke and wear it uncom-
plainingly.

HOW ORGANIZE

If this picture is a thing of horror and terror to you, then at
the close of this hour write to our national secretary, E. E.
Kennedy, Eankakee, Ill., and ask for instructions how you may
become a member of the Farmers' Union of America and how you
can organize a local of the Farmers' Union in your community.
Around Hazleton, Pa., the farmers have self-organized in the last
30 days and now have 5 locals with 150 members.
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We are the only organized group of farmers here in Washington
working for the goassage of the Frazier bill, 8. 1197. This bill
provides for the vernment refinancing farmers at 114 per cent
interest and 114 per cent payment on the principal each year
until the principal is paid. We are the only organization of
farmers with headquarters here in Washington advocating the
passage of the Wheeler bill, S. 2487, which provides for the remone«
tization of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. We are the only organi-
zation of farmers with headquarters here in Washington advo-
cating the passing of such legislation as will get for farmers cost
of production for that part of their products consumed in this
country.

If you would like to see such bills as I have mentioned pass
and become laws in this Nation, it is your duty to become &8 mem-
ber of the organization that is promoting these measures. The
Farmers' Union is the only farm organization doing this, with
headquarters in Washington.

I want you to know that the Farmers’ Holiday Association has
the same program of legislation as the Farmers' Union. I also
want you to know that the Farmers' Hollday Association has done
more to bring to the attention of the people and all official Wash-
ington the awful conditions of the farmers than any other organ-
ization in the United States., I want you farmers to know that
every foreclosure sale controlled by the Farmers' Holiday Associa-
tion has caused another Congressman or Senator to think just a
little deeper on these questions than they had before.

A new organization has sprung up in Wisconsin, known as the
Cooperative Milk Pool. Right now they are carrying on a big
milk strike that surpasses anything the Hollday Assoclation has
attempted so far. All these organizations are an indication that
the spirit of 1776 still survives.

If this Nation is saved, it will be hecause there are farmers who
have the moral courage to resist the continued mistreatment of
the agricultural classes of this country.

Among the things at which you have a right to complain are
the following: You are made to work harder than any other group.
On an average, the homes in which you live are not as good as
the average of that of any other group. You get less for your
labor than any other group. You pay higher rates of interest
when you borrow than any other group. Your taxes are much
higher than those of any other group. As a group, you are treated
as inferior to other groups. You could get a thousand illustra-
tions of this last statement.

You are disgracefully treated by the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation.

Individual banks and individual raflroads often secure loans
of many millions of dollars with the collateral offered the Goy-
ernment sometimes less than one-third of the amount borrowed.

When the Reconstruction Finance Corporation lends to a farmer,
they require such an extortion of security as to, in most in-
stances, absolutely make impossible the securing of a loan. The
following letter is a sample of the way farmers are mistreated
by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation. This letter is from
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation set-up at Helena, Mont.,
to Mr. Emory J. LaRoche, Madoc, Mont., under date of January 20,
1933.

REecioNAL CREDIT AGRICULTURAL CORPORATION,
Helena, Mont., January 20, 1933.
Mr. EmorY J. LAROCHE

Madoe, Mont,

Dear Sim: Please be advised that your application for a loan
has had the careful consideration of our loan committee, and
that it has seemed Inadvisable to allow the loan in the amount
for which you applied. However, they have approved a loan to
you of $800 to be secured by a first mortgage on your 6 cattle,
2 horses, 7 tons of hay, 4,370 bushels of wheat in bin, your 1933
crops, and all machinery and equipment as listed by the inspector.

It will also be necessary that you give us a first mortgage on
your real estate. We will require that your wife join you in
signing the note and mortgage.

It will also be necessary that your cattle be branded with your
recorded brand.

Trusting that this meets with your satisfaction and upon receipt
of such information the necessary papers will be prepared and
forwarded to you for execution.

Yours very truly,
P. B. McCriNTOCK, Assistant Manager.

The latest, up-to-date one is a resolution that passed the Senate
providing a committee should be appointed to invite citizens scat-
tered over the Nation to come before this committee and give
what information they can about the causes and the remedies for
the depression in which we find ourselves. This committee has
been organized and 60 invitatlons sent out. A big majority of
these invitations have been issued to those who brought on the
wreck and ruin existing in the country.

In my radio talk the fourth Saturday of March I shall give you
my statement before this committee including questions asked me
by members of the committee and my answers.

Mr. Farmer listening In, I will tell you why you are mistreated
this way. It is because you have refused to join your own class
organization, the Farmers' Educational and Cooperative Union of
America. Let me, once more, appeal to you to write E. E. Kennedy,
Eankakee, I11., our national secretary and find out how you can
place yourself in a position where public officials will respect and
recognize you. Write to E. E. Kennedy, Kankakee, Ill., and ask
him how you may become a member of the farmers’ union.

For lack of organization, here is what has happened to you in
the last three years. Farmers sold in 19298 farm products and

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4965

received therefor a total of $10,100,000,000. In 1930 they realized
from their sales a total of £7,800,000,000. In 1931 they realized
from thelr sales a total of 85,5600,000,000. For the year 1932 the
continued and increasing shrinkage brought the total down that
farmers received from the sale of their crops to $4,000,000,000.

TARIFF AND HIGH-FRICED DOLLAR

Our high-priced dollar and our high tariffis are forcing our
manufacturers to build factories in the countries where money is
cheap. Hundreds of manufacturing concerns in this country have
either established branch factories in foreign countries or entirely
removed their manufacturing plants from this country. The tar-

iff is made to operate against the farmer.

In 1930 the cement concerns in the Unifed States secured a
tarif on cement when the year before practically every cement
company in this country was making huge profits; some of them
more than 100 per cent. A wheat exporter told me that before
this tariff was placed on cement, in 1930, he exported large quan-
tities of wheat to Belgium, taking in pay therefor Belgium cement.
The tariff granted our cement manufacturers completely destroyed
that wheat market. The point I want to make is that the tariffs
are set up almost exclusively in the interest of the manufac-
turers and against the interest of producers of raw materials. It
makes no difference whether those raw materials come from the
farms, from the mines, from the forests, or from the oil wells of
our country, this Government in its tariff bills has always dis-
criminated against these producers of raw materials. The trouble
has been that those who are in control of this Government have
greater interests in foreign countries than they have in this. A
frilend of mine from San Francisco writes: *“ Our country will
never get back to the road toward prosperity until our national
affairs are controlled by men whose controlling financial interests
are within America. At present, and for a number of years last
past, our financial affairs have been governed by people who have
all or too large a proportion of their investments in foreign
countries. They proceed on the policy of “America last" instead
of “America first, last, and all the time.”

STATE LEGISLATIVE REPORTS

I am glad to learn that the Farmers’ Union in most of the
States where the legislatures are in session are making effective
fights against legislation intended to make motor transportation
more expensive. The railroads of the country are getting higher
freight rates to-day than they were when farmers were getting $3
a bushel for wheat and 40 cents a pound for cotton. Motor and
water transportation are the only two factors that have been
able to in any way curb the greed of the railroad companies. I
urge you members and others listening in to continue your vigi-
lance in this matter.

The long-awaited Coolidge-Smith-Baruch transportation report
which was made public on February 15 is a source of much satis-
faction to farm organization leaders here who had taken an
active part in presenting the farm viewpoint to this committee,
Among other things this report says, " Where competition with
trucks and other methods exists, it will determine rates. In other
cases rates must be regulated, but the basis of cost of operation
under eflicient management is a better guide than any attempt
to preserve capital structures regardless of economic trends.”

“ Neither tax nor regulation should be applied for any purpose
of handicapping the march of progress for the benefit of the rail-
roads,” the report says, referring particularly to motor vehicles.

It further says, “ One thing is certain. Automotive transporta-
tion is an advance in the march of progress. It is here to stay.
We can not invent restrictions for the benefit of railroads. We
can only apply such regulations and assess such taxes as would
be necessary if there were no railroads, and let the effect be
what it may.”

I hope the farmer's friends in the varlous State legislatures
will keep this idea in mind and oppose the many proposals to
increase unnecessarily motor vehicle taxes and restrictions.

THE NEW DEAL

When I talk to you four weeks from to-day, Saturday, March 25,
at this same hour, there will be a new man in the White House.
There will be nearly 200 new faces in the House and Senate.
I believe it means a new deal.

The Democratic Party in its plaform and by utterance of its
standard bearers in the last election campaign solemnly promised
us farmers that if their candidates were elected they would do
two things for us. First, they promised to see that we would
be refinanced at lower rates of interest and long-time payments
of the prinecipal. Second, that everything possible would be done
to see that we received cost of production for our products. Its
candidates were elected, and I consider they are under contract
to do these things.

It is the duty of the farmers' union to assist this new President
and this new Congress to carry out and fulfill to the letter these
two provisions of the contract. To that end I urge each State
farmers' union to organize a delegation to be sent to Washington
at the time of the opening of the special session of Congress. It
is the last chance. If we get needed legislation, it will be in the
special sesslon or never. I appeal to you, I beg of you, to do this
at once. Write to our national secretary, E. E. Eennedy, Kankakee,
IIl,, for full instructions ebcut how to select and raise the neces-
sary funds for sending a legislative delegation from your State.

I am your national president, I am your hired man, doing my
best to put over your national legislative program here in Wash-
ington. I am now calling for help. I know you will not fail me.
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REMONETIZATION OF SILVER
Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. President, I ask leave
to have printed in the Recorp a radio address by Hon.
Burton K. WHEELER, the junior Senator from Montana, over
a network of the National Broadcasting Co. at noon to-day,
on the subject of Remonetization of Silver.
There being no objection, the address was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, and it is as follows:
Ladies and gentlemen of the radio audience: I am very happy

to appear on this program with Mr. John A. Simpson, president of.

the National Farmers’ Union. Mr. Simpson, in my judgment, has
been carrying on a great constructive work for the farmers of
this Nation, appearing before committees of Congress and urging
with all the earnestness in his soul that something be done to
relieve your present situation.

He has very kindly asked me to address you to-day upon the
subject of my bill (S. 2487), which I introduced into the United
States Senate over a year ago, to remonetize silver and to reestab-
lish the money of our forefathers.

As I have recently spoken over the radio on this subject, I am
not going to take up some of the aspects which I have already
covered but several inquiries have come to me concerning various
phases of the bill which I shall try to answer.

For instance, I have here a letter from a farmer in Iowa, in-
quiring how the remonetization of silver on a basis of 16 to 1 is
going to help him pay his interest, taxes, and mortgage on his
farm, That is a very pertinent inquiry.

It is going to help that farmer who raises corn in Iowa be-
cause: First, it is going to raise world commodity prices; that is,
it is going to raise the world price of wheat, cotton, corn. It
is going to do so because of the fact that at the present time
there are in the world, 60 per cent of the people using silver as
their yardstick, and when you raise the price of silver you raise
the price of their money. Raising the price of their money in-
creases their cost of production and makes it impossible for them
to dump their produce as they can to-day by reason of their
depreciated money.

You good people out there on the farm have heard it repeatedly
said that what is wrong with this country is an overproduction of
products; and also that the machines are doing too much work
and taking the place of too many men.

I am unable to subscribe to those theories. I say that there
is ro overproduction of corn, wheat, and other foodstuffs as long
as there are millions of people anywhere In the world going hun-
gry, and I say that there is no overproduction of woolen goods
and cotton goods as long as untold millions are ragged and half-
clad for want of clothes. And there is not and can not be an
overproduction of lumber, brick, and things of the sort, as long
as people have to go without shelter.

My bill would make it possible for the untold millions of people
throughout the rest of the world in silver-using countries to
buy from our factories our manufactured goods, boots, shoes, and
clothing; your corn, hogs, cattle, wheat, and cotton.

A banker wrote to me stating, “ Why don't you use, instead of
silver, aluminum or copper; why should you take silver?” The
answer to that is very simple. Silver and gold have been the
primary money of the world all through the ages, and something
like 60 per cent of the people of the world use silver as their
yardstick, for their medium of exchange to measure the price of
their commodities.

For over & hundred years the financlers of the western world
have sought in vain to try to get these countries to stop using
silver and make gold the universal yardstick of the world. They
have never succeeded in so doing, and consequently, because silver
is the yardstick of 60 per cent of the people of the world, I am
seeking to make their yardstick of the same length as the yard-
stick which we in the United States use, and by so doing, stabilize
the exchange rates and currencies of the world and keep them
from fluctuating. This would do more to stabilize your money
than any other piece of legislation that is pending or has been
pending before Congress.

At this point I want to earnestly and emphatically urge you
not to be misled by any of the proposed methods of utilizing
silver as an adjunct to or subsidiary of the single gold standard.
EBriefly, these measures provide for the purchase of limited quan-
tities of silver on a fluctuating market at a price to be con-
trolled by the Government itself. A fluctuating price on a sub-
stance used as money is unsound under every theory of economics
and common sense.

Under the limitations fixed by these proposed enactments, not
to exceed $250,000,000 would be added to the circulating medium
of the United States and the insignificance and futility of such
an amount in the support of a debt structure estimated at
$240,000,000,000 is immediately manifest. The effect of such legis-
lation on the ability of our silver-using customers to purchase
our goods would be absolutely nil. Any measure which does not
restore silver to its hereditary place side by side with gold, would
have no potency whatever in raising the price of the products
you farmers have for sale or those you hope to produce in the
future. To adopt such makeshift measures or to reduce the
weight of the gold in the dollar would mean the voluntary sur-
render of our export trade without which farming will continue
to be unprofitable. To tell the wheat, cotton, and tobacco growers
that their domestic price is fixed by world prices is as superfiuous
as to remind them that 2 and 2 make 4.
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Neither of these other methods of modifying the monetary
system would add one lota to the purchasing power of our oriental,
European, or South American customers, but my bill would imme-
diately quadruple their purchasing power and thereby furnish
you a profitable outlet for your products.

You hear it sald frequently on the floor of the Senate; you
heard in the recent campaign, and saw it written into the plat-
forms of both parties that we belleve in sound money. When
these people talk to you about sound money what do they mean?
What we want is stable money, money that will purchase the
same number of bushels of wheat in 1932 that it did in 1926, so
that you farmers can pay off your mortgages with the same num-
ber of bushels of wheat, cotton, and corn as you did when you
borrowed it.

I hold in my hand a letter from a labor organization in Vir-
ginia asking this very pertinent question, Would not the remon-
etization of silver have the effect of lowering wages in this coun-
try? In other words, what they want to know is whether raising
the price of commodities would not have the effect of reducing
wages. S

The answer to that is very simple. TUnless the purchasing power
of farmers of this country can be restored so that he can buy
clothes for his children, with which to carry on his
work, automobiles, etc., then labor can find no employment. It
is because of the fact that the farmer has no purchasing power
to-day that twelve or fourteen million people are walking our
streets. It is because of the fact that the farmer has no pur-
chasing power that little banks are failing all over this country;
it is because of the fact that the farmer has no purchasing power
that wages are being cut in every line of industry, and unless that
purchasing power can be restored you will find eighteen to twenty
million people out of employment inside of a very comparatively
short time. You will also see wages reduced and standards of
living reduced in this country lower than they ever have been be-
fore. The laboring man who is unable to see that the thing that
gives him high wages and steady employment is high commodity
prices for the farmer is standing In his own light.

My bill is not in the interest of any class of people., It has
heretofore had the endorsement of every labor organization in the
United States; in 1896 it had the endorsement of all the great farm
organizations in the United States. My bill would do more to .
help every class of citizen by restoring prosperity to the farmers
than any other piece of legislation pending before Congress.

Why is it not passed? Because men in Congress say to me,
“ WHEELER, you are right, but politically it is a mistake because
Mr. Bryan was defeated upon that platform in 1896. Mr. Bryan
was defeated in 1896, but that is no argument against the sound-
ness of my bill, or why it should not pass the Congress of the
United States.

A very eminent leader of the Democratic Party said to me, “I
think you made a mistake in taking 16 to 1; you should have
taken 17 to 1 or 1514 to 1 in order to get away from the prejudice
in people’s minds against Mr. Bryan. I do not believe there is any
prejudice in the mind of the average person against Mr. Bryan;
most people feel that he was 30 years ahead of his time, but
whatever may be the arguments against the remonetization of
silver in 1896, can not be advanced in 1933.

If our financiers and lawmakers could forget entirely the preju-
dices and preconceived convictions directly traceable to that
ancient campaign we would have practically a unanimous public
opinion back of the free coinage of silver.

Every domestic condition and foreign contact is different now
to what it was in 1896. Then every owner of a mortgage or bond
knew that {f we remained on the gold standard he would be paid
in a dearer dollar than under bimetallism—in other words, he
would get more wheat, cotton, meat, clothes, or property in pay-
ment of his loan.

Now the holder of such mortgages and bonds knows that he will
receive no payment at all unless the price of the products of mills,
mines, and farms can be increased so that there will be a mar-
gin left above production costs from which his mortgage or bond
can be paid.

The Department of Agriculture estimates that 750,000 private
individuals, many of them old people who retired from active
farming when incapacitated by age for the strenuous work of the
farm, hold $3,000,000,000 in farm mortgages.

Payment of interest has long since ceased, and those people
know full well that the mortgages will never be paid under the
gold standard.

What good is it to them to tell them that the dollars which the
mortgages and bonds represent are saund gold dollars when they
know in their hearts that those dollars will never be pald them
under this system?

In 1896 the salaried man feared deflation of the purchasing
power of his fixed salary. Now he does not sleep well at night by
reason of anxiety over the permanency of his job. He knows that
'u.lnlesam:luslness promptly improves his employer can not long em-

(8] »
¢ 1{1 1896 we were a debtor Nation, owing large sums to England,
France, Germany, Belgium, and Holland. Our railroads and in-
dustrial developments had been partly financed by money bor-
rowed abroad. The American corporations owing this money
needed further European credit and therefore violently assailed
bimetallism as the foreign financiers advised them that unless
the United States remained on the gold standard no renewals
or further loans would be made, Incidentally, it may be said
that even though we did stay on the gold standard the Euro-
pean credits were gradually withdrawn.
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But we are no longer a debtor Nation: we are the greatest
creditor Nation the world ever saw. Perhaps we better enjoy
whatever prestige there may be in that eminence, for unless the
price of world commodities is very promptly increased there will
be nothing left of those foreign obligations due us except an
unpleasant memory.

So in every respect the case now is different to what it was
in 1896.

It should be apparent to everyone that there is not sufficlent
gold in the world with which to pay our national, international,
and local indebtedness. We have less than five billions of gold
in the United States and debts of over $200,000,000,000. I have
before me a letter from the president of a bank and trust com-
pany up in Pennsylvania, from whiech I quote: “ The {fallacy,
absurdity, and physical impossibility. of redeeming financial obli-
gations in gold are apparent and need only statement of fact to
carry conviction; two hundred billion debt, forty billion bank
deposits, to be paid in gold with a Nation supply of less than five
billlon.”

This banker sees the absurdity of trying to pay these debts in
gold, and for that reason he is strongly in favor of my bill to
remonetize silver and thereby use both gold and silver as the
foundation and basis of our monetary system.

The single gold standard has collapsed throughout the world
since the World War, and the only way to stabilize world cur-
rencles is by fixing the ratio of value between gold and silver
upon which the currencies of the world are based.

For thousands of years the money of the teeming millions in
the Orient has been silver, while in western nations it was silver
and gold at a fixed ratic of value between the two metals.

No great nation ever attempted to base its currency on the
single gold standard prior to 1816, and for many years after that
time and down to 1873 a ratio of value throughout the world
was maintained between silver and gold which stabilized the
exchange ratio between the currencies in all countries using
either or both silver and gold.

My bill is to reestablish this bimetallic system which served
humanity well for thousands of years and which was destroyed
by selfish’foreign banking interests in the year 1873.

On my own behalf and on behalf of the millions of honest men
and women on the farms, in the shops, in the factories, and on the
streets and highways seeking honest toil, who favor the remone-
tization of silver, I vigorously resent the implication that to coin
silver and endow it with all the basic qualities of gold money
would be a dishonest thing for this Government to do.

I doubly resent it when I consider the course which inspires
this charge against the advocates of bimetallism. Who are these
men who undertake to speak as the exponents of a sound and
honest dollar? They are the same men whose overreaching greed
and stupid leadership largely contributed to the destruction of
the Nation’s prosperity.

‘We had the gold standard; we had a balanced National Budget,
and, unfortunately for the people, we had a national administra-
tion which did everything possible to strengthen the power of
those financial leaders.

I need not tell you the result.

On top of the immeasurable loss of the immediate present and
the destitution and despair of our people we have lost nearly all
of the gains of a quarter of a century of social progress.

And who are these men? Some of the most powerful of the
group have appeared before the Banking Committee of the Senate,
and the unblushing story that came from their own lips condemns
them to the contempt of honest men.

An adventurous American people will not criticize too harshly
mistakes of judgment or even unwise speculation, but they will
never condone the violation of a fiduciary trust. These men,
trusted by their depositors, stockholders, and investment clients,
traded on that sacred confidence to their own profit and to the
ruin of those who trusted them. And what is their alibi now?
Merely that the structure of flctitious security values which they
themselves had built up for the purpose of reaping profit through
commissions and stock manipulation on every merger, reorganiza-
tion, and reissue of stocks and bonds fell about their heads before
they had time to escape with all the loot.

Who was it lost the $2,000,000,000 that vanished in thin air
when the Insull bubble burst?

It was the hard-working, thrifty, frugal men and women of
modest means to whom supposedly trustworthy bankers and
financiers sold the worthless securities.

There is no alibl that they did not know the facts. In cold
print in the record of the Banking Committee are statements from
bank presidents acknowledging that affiliate companies owned 100
per cent by their banks continued to sell these securities to the
public when all the assets of these Insull companies were already
held by the banks on loans so large that the total assets could
not possibly cover the obligations.

These are the same people who filled our schools and colleges
with propaganda denouncing as radicals all public men who un-
dertook to break their strangle hold on the industry, commerce,
and finance of the Nation.

Not only did they plunder the investor but through fraudulent
overcapitalization of these public utilities they fastened upon the
consumers of light, gas, water, and power prices for these necessi-
ties that were insupportable even in prosperous times and are
rulnous in times like these.

But this Is only part of the picture and in some respects not
the worst part.

Insull sought sanctuary in a foreign land to escape the reach
of the law and the just wrath of an outraged people, but the
representatives of one of the world’s largest banking institutions
testifying before the same committee shocked the moral con-
science of the entire Nation. They tell us we must not speak of
those things above a whisper lest the people lose confidence in
our financial institutions.

To that I reply that nothing will restore confidence in our
banking structure more promptly than demostrated proof that
we have a Government that has the courage and integrity to
prosecute with equal vigor these malfactors of great wealth as
well as the humbler offenders. :

The public confidénce in these Institutions will never be
restored until the people are convinced that thelr Government
with all its majesty and power stands ready to visit its just wrath
on any and all people who betray the public trust.

Shall the people continue to look for leadership to those
financiers despite the irrefutable proof of their rapacity and
selfishness?

Like their predecessors of times past who conspired to demone-
tize silver in order that the gold which they controlled would
make them masters of the world’s business activities, these men
hope to perpetuate a system through which they control the
destinies of nations to their own personal profit.

No other measure that might be enacted into law would so
promptly and effectively deprive them of that control as the
Wheeler bill for the free and unlimited coinage of silver.

Enact that law and once again silver which for 50 centurles was
the medium of exchange in 90 per cent of all the business
activities of mankind will again serve faithfully and well the
needs of the common people.

THE CALENDAR

Mr. McNARY. Mr, President, I renew my request for
unanimous consent.

Mr, COSTIGAN. Mr. President, I ask that the request for
unanimous consent be read.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the request be read again.

The Cuier CLErK. The Senator from Oregon proposes the
following unanimous-consent agreement:

Ordered, by unanimous consent, That the Senate proceed to the
consideration of unobjected bills on the Calendar, subject to the
5-minute rule, beginning with Order No. 1214, and after completing
the call that the Senate then proceed with the call at the begin-
ning for unobjected bills.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

Mr. COSTIGAN. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will
state it.

Mr. COSTIGAN. If the unamious-consent agreement
shall be entered into, what will be its effect on resolutions
coming over from a previous day?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Such resolutions would go over
under the rule without prejudice until the Senate meets fol-
lowing an adjournment.

Mr. COSTIGAN. Until Monday?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Until whatever day to which an
adjournment may be taken.

Mr. COSTIGAN. May I ask the courteous Senator from
Oregon whether an adjournment is expected to be taken
soon so that such resolutions may be considered?

Mr. McNARY. I expect that the Senate will adjourn this
afternoon and have a morning hour on Monday, which is
customary and usual.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request
for unanimous consent preferred by the Senator from Ore-
gon? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. The Sec-
retary will state the first bill on the calendar.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 13742) to provide revenue by the taxation
of certain nonintoxicating liquor, and for other purposes,
was announced as first in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 5498) to authorize an increase in the limit of
cost of one aircraft carrier was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over,

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 5035) amending the shipping act, 1918, as
amended, for the purpose of further regulating common
carriers by water, was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. On objection, the bill goes over.
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BILL INDEFINITELY POSTPONED

The bill (S. 5363) to provide for the housing, feeding,
and clothing of certain unemployed persons at military posts
of the United States, was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill has been adversely re-
ported from the Committee on Military Affairs.

Mr. KING. I move that the bill be indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 5823) to increase the motor-vehicle fuel
tax in the District of Columbia, and to provide for the better
administration thereof, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over on objection.

The bill (H. R. 14416) to make the Federal gasoline tax
effective until June 30, 1934, was announced as next in order.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over on objection.

CUSTODY AND CONTROL OF WASHINGTON CITY POST OFFICE

The bill (S. 5530) to provide for placing the jurisdiction,
custody, and control of the Washington city post office in
the Secretary of the Treasury, was announced as next in
order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that this
bill is identical with House bill 14461, being Calendar
No. 1361. .

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I had my attention diverted.
I have been informed by the secretary of my colleague that
he desired me to look at a bill in which my colleague is
interested. I will inquire has any bill as yet been passed?

The VICE PRESIDENT. No bill on the calendar has as
yet been passed; they have all been passed over.

Mr. NORRIS. What is the next number on the calendar?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill now before the Senate
is Senate bill 5530, being Calendar 1250.

Mr., ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I suggest
that the House bill be substituted for the Senate bill on the
calendar, and, if the House bill shall be passed, I will then
move that the Senate bill be indefinitely postponed.

The VICE PRESIDENT, Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 14461) to provide for placing the juris-
diction, custody, and control of the Washington city post
office in the Secretary of the Treasury, which was read,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act of July 1, 1898 (U. 8. C,, title
40, sec. 285), is hereby amended to give the Becretary of the
Treasury exclusive jurisdiction, control, and custody of the Wash-
ington city post office and the additions thereto, located at North
Capitol Street and Massachusetts Avenue, to be operated and
maintained by him the same as other public buildings under his
custody and control.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I move that Senate bill
5530, to provide for placing the jurisdiction, custody, and
control of the Washington city post office in the Secretary
of the Treasury be indefinitely postponed.

The motion was agreed to.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 4326) for the relief of R, S. Howard Co. (Inc.)
was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

The bill (8. 5553) fo relieve destitution in the District of
Columbia was announced as next in order.

Mr, KING. Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill goes over on objection.
QUOTA EXEMPTION OF FATHERS AND MOTHERS OF UNITED STATES
CITIZENS

The bill (H. R. 8174) to exempt from the quota fathers
and mothers over 60 years of age of United States citizens
was announced as next in order.

Mr. REED, Mr. President, I have received within the
last five or six minutes a long letter from the State Depart-
ment asking for the hearing on this bill. For that reason,
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without expressing any prejudice for or against it, I ask
that the bill go over.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I can only express my regret
that the bill should go over. The committee gave due con-
sideration to this bill and was unanimous in reporting it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over.

ACTION FOR DAMAGES AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (8. 5224) to regulate the bringing of actions for
damages against the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that this
bill is identical with House bill 13750, being Order of Busi-
ness 1315 on the calendar.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, may we have an ex-
planation of that bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let the House bill be reported,
and then the Senator in charge of the bill may explain it.

The CHier CLErg. A bill (H. R. 13750) to regulate the
bringing of actions for damages against the District of
Columbia, and for other purposes.

Mr, CAPPER. Mr. President, I ask that that bill may be
passed over temporarily. The Senator in charge of it is
out of the Chamber at the moment.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over
temporarily.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 5436) to amend section 653 of the Code of
Law for the District of Columbia was announced as next in
order. ’

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is advised that this
bill is identical with a House bill 14204, being Order of
Business No. 1316 on the calendar.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I inquire
what is the purpose of this bill. It appears to amend a
section of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr, President, in the absence of the Sen-
ator from Washington [Mr. Grammer], who is in charge of
the bill, I will say it is a bill to provide:

That no action against the District of Columbia for unliquidated
damages to person or property shall be maintained unless the
claimant shall prove that he gave notice to the District commis-
sioners in writing, within 30 days after the injury or damage was
sustained, of the detalls of such injury or damage.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I will say to the Senator
from Kansas that we are now considering Order of Business
No. 1275. The bill to which he refers has been passed over.

Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. President, may I suggest that the
Senator who reported the bill is presiding over a committee,
but will be here in a few minutes? I suggest that the bill
may be passed over without prejudice.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well; it may be passed
over if the Senator from Kansas wishes.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be passed over with-
out prejudice.

The bill (S. 4871) to amend the teachers salary act of the
District of Columbia, approved June 4, 1924, as amended,
in relation to establishing the Wilson and Miner Teachers
Colleges on a basis comparable with recognized standards
for accredited institutions of like kind; to raising the trade
or vocational schools to the level of junior high schools, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order,

Mr. McKELLAR., Over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection is made, and the bill
g0es over.

LANDS FOR THE USE OF THE UNIVERSITY OF ARIZONA

The bill (S. 5361) to provide for the selection of certain
lands in the State of Arizona for the use of the University
of Arizona was read, considered, ordered to be engrossed
for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That subject to lawful claims initlated by
settlement or otherwise prior to August 2, 1932, and maintained in
the manner required by law, the State of Arizona may select for
the use of the University of Arizona by legal subdivisions all or

any portions of sections 11, 14, 22, and 28 and the east half section
21, township 14 south, range 16 east, Gila and Salt River meridian,
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Arizona, and upon the submission of satisfactory proof that the
land selected contains saguaro groves or growths of giant cactl or
are necessary for the care, protection, and conservation of such
groves or growths, the Secretary of the Interior shall cause patents
to issue therefor: Provided, That there shall be reserved to the
United States all coal, oil, gas, or other mineral contained in such
lands together with the right to prospect for, mine, and remove
the same at such times and under such conditions as the Secretary
of the Interior may prescribe.

C. J. MAST

The bill (S. 4993) for the relief of C. J. Mast was read,
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury not
otherwise appropriated, to C. J. Mast, of Charlo, Mont., the sum
of §255 in full satisfaction of his claim against the United States
for damages on account of Injury to his crops in the years 1924
to 1928, both inclusive, by reason of breaks in a lateral dike in
connection with the Flathead irrigation project.

DISPOSAL OF MONEY OR PROPERTY IN CUSTODY OF PROPERTY
CLERK

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 13378)
to amend sections 416 and 417 of the Revised Statutes relat-
ing to the District of Columbia, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, elc., That section 416 of the Revised Statutes
relating to the District of Columbia be amended by striking out
the word *“fifty,” where it occurs in said section, and inserting
in leu thereof the words “five hundred.”

Sec. 2. That sectlon 417 of the Revised Statutes relating to the
District of Columbia be amended so as to read as follows:

“Sec. 417. All property, except perishable property and animals,
that shall remain in the custody of the property clerk for the
period of six months, with the exception of motor vehicles, which
shall be held for a period of three months, without any lawful
claimant thereto after having been three times advertised in some
daily newspaper of general circulation published in the District of
Columbia, shall be sold at public auction, and the proceeds of
such sale shall be paid into the policemen’s fund; and all money
that shall remain in his hands for sald period of six months shall
be so advertised, and if no lawful claimant appear shall be like-
wise paid into the policemen's fund.”

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Kansas explain that bill?

Mr, CAPPER. Mr. President, the purpose of the bill is
well set forth in the report accompanying the bill, from
which I quote as follows:

Under section 416 of the Revised Statutes of the District, the
property clerk is made custodian for money or property of deceased
persons coming into the hands of the police department. If the
value of any such estate exceeds $50 and has not been claimed by
legal representatives of the deceased in the course of a year, the
property clerk is required to certify all records pertaining thereto
to the District probate court, which shall appoint an administrator
of the estate.

The commissioners have informed the committee that in many
cases the “ entire estate of the deceased is kept in the jurisdiction
of the property clerk and the cost of securing letters of admin-
istration would practically wipe out the estate.”

The bill proposes to amend this section by requiring the court
procedure only in cases involving estates of $100 or more.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, why does the bill make
an exception in the case of automobiles?

Mr. CAPPER. That was the recommendation of the Dis-
trict Commissioners, and on that point they say:

The amendment proposed to this section is to reduce the period
for holding certain property from six months to three months. This
change will not only save considerable administrative work, but
will result in a considerable saving to the Government through
& reduction in the requirements for storage space. Particularly
i1s this true of the case of automobiles, most of which that are
received by the property clerk are junk. If the legislation should
not be enacted the demand for storage space for old cars coming
within the custody of the police department will be increased.

That is the statement of President Reichelderfer of the
District Commissioners.

Since this bill was reported the commissioners have asked
that we strike out the words “five hundred” and insert
“one hundred.” That is on the first page, line 6. The
committee is agreeable to that amendment, and I offer it.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment offered by the Senator from EKansas, to
strike out “ five hundred " and insert “one hundred.”

The amendment was agreed to.
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The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, Senate bill
5053, with identical title to House bill 13378, will be indefi-
nitely postponed.

GEORGE BRACKETT CARGILL, DECEASED

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5548)
for the relief of George Brackett Cargill, deceased, which
had been reported from the Committee on Naval Affairs
with an amendment, on page 1, line 8, after “ Provided,”
to strike out “ That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allow-
ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the date of this
act” and insert “ That no compensation, retirement pay,
back pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act,” so as to make
the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon persons honorably dis-
charged from the United States Navy, George Brackett Cargill,
deceased, shall be held and considered to have been discharged
under honorable conditions as a seaman, second class, United
States Navy, on July 22, 1918: Provided, That no compensation,
retirement pay, back pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

JOHN E. DAVIDSON

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9326) for
the relief of John E. Davidson, which had been reported
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment,
on page 1, line 11, after “Provided,” to strike out “ That no
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act” and to insert
“ That no compensation, retirement pay, back pay, pension,
or other benefit shall be held to have accrued prior to the
passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of the pension
laws and of any laws conferring rights, privileges, and benefits
upon honorably discharged soldlers and sailors, their widows and
dependent relatives, John E. Davidson, seaman, second class,
United States Navy, shall hereafter be held and considered to have
been discharged under honorable conditions from the naval serv-
ice of the United States at St. Elizabeths Hospital, Washington,
D. C, on the 16th day of July, 1918: Provided, That no compensa-
tion, retirement pay, back pay, pension, or other benefit shall be
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

The amlendment was agreed to. :

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

WILLIAM JOSEPH VIGNEAULT

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 792) for
the relief of William Joseph Vigneault, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an
amendment, on page 1, line 9, after “ Provided,” to strike
out “ That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act”
and to insert “ That no compensation, retirement pay, back
pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held to have accrued
prior to the passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That In the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, or benefits upon honorably dis-
charged sailors Willlam Joseph Vigneault, late of the United
States Navy, shall be held and considered to have been discharged
under honorable conditions from the naval service of the United
States as seaman, first class, on December 11, 1918: Provided,
That no compensation, retirement pay, back pay, pension, or
other benefit shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage
of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
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WILLIAM JOSEPH LACARTE

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 6409) for
the relief of William Joseph LaCarte, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an
amendment, on page 1, line 10, after “ Provided,” to strike
out “ That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall
be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act”
and to insert “ That no compensation, retirement pay, back
pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held to have accrued
prior to the passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, elc., That in the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis-

d soldiers William Joseph LaCarte, who was a member of
the United States Naval Auxiliary Service and United States
Naval Reserve Force, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been discharged under honorable conditions from the naval
service of the United States as a member of that organization on
the 18th day of April, 1917: Provided, That no compensation,
retirement pay, back pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held
to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

SYDNEY THAYER, JR.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 1936) for
the relief of Sydney Thayer, jr., which had been reported
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment,
on page 1, line 12, after “ Provided further,” to strike out
“That no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act,” and
to insert: “ That no compensation, retirement pay, back pay,
pension, or other benefit shall be held to have accrued prior
to the passage of this act,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That Sydney Thayer, jr., who served as an
officer of the Marine Corps of the United States during the World
War, shall be deemed and considered to be entitled to the benefits
and privileges of the emergency officers’ retirement act, publie,
No. 508, Seventieth Congress, notwithstanding the time limit for
applicants for the benefits thereunder has expired: Provided, That
such disability rating is sufficient and sald Sydney Thayer, jr., is
otherwise eligible for retirement under the terms and conditions
of said act: Provided further, That no compensation, retirement
pay, back pay, pension, or other benefit shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act,

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 7263) for the relief of Felix Maupin was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill (H. R. 9355) for the relief of David Schwartz was
announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVEr.

The bill will be passed

RUTH M'CARN

The bill (H. R. 7548) granting six months’ pay to Ruth
McCarn was announced as next in order.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to have that
bill read in full

The Chief Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be ap-
propriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, such sum as may be necessary to pay to Ruth McCarn,
dependent mother of the late John Bush Watson, seaman, United

States Navy, an amount equal to six months' pay at the rate sald
John Bush Watson was receiving at the date of his death.

Mr, NORRIS. I have no objection.
The bill was considered, ordered to a third reading, read
the third time, and passed.
BILLS PASSED OVER
The bill (8. 4203) for the relief of William James Waters
was announced as next in order.
Mr. KING. Let that go over.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

The bill (S. 2008) for the relief of Maurice M. Keleher was
announced as next in order.

Mr. EING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer.

The bill will be passed

IRRIGATION PROJECTS ON INDIAN RESERVATIONS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5525) to ex-
tend temporary relief to water users on irrigation projects
on Indian reservations, and for other purposes, which had
been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an
amendment, on page 1, line 8, after the word “ for ” to strike
out “ one-half of,” so as to make the hill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Secretary of the Interior is author-
ized and directed to extend to water users on Indlan irrigation
projects like relief to that provided in an act approved April 1,
1932, applying to water users under the reclamation law for the
remaining half of such charges due for the calendar year 1932
and for all similar charges to become due for the calendar year
1933, the said Secretary to issue appropriate regulations for the
carrying out of the provisions of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

SHOALWATER INDIAN RESERVATION, WASH.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5576) to
authorize the creation of an Indian village within the Shoal-
water Indian Reservation, Wash., and for other purposes,
which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, eic., That the Becretary of the Interior be, and
he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to reserve and set aside
for Indian- e purposes, and to survey and plat into village
blocks, lots, streets, and alleys, a suitable area of land within the
Shoalwater (Georgetown) Reservation, and thereafter dispose of
the lots in accordance with section 10 of the act of June
25, 1910 (36 Stat. L. 855-858).

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of the Interlor is hereby authorized,
in his discretion, to expend so much of the $15,150 derived from
the sale of timber the reservation and now carried in “ special
deposits * to the credit of the Superintendent of the Taholah
Agency, as may be needed to carry out the provisions of section
1 of this act and to assist the Indians who receive lots, in de-
veloping the village and building homes therein, including the
?nﬁmcuon of such water and sewage facilities as may be prac-

cable.

Mr., KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator whether
or not the passage of this measure is desired by the Indians?

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes; it is. There are a few families that
go to these waters to fish. They have enough money to put,
up homes; and the Government will furnish, out of money
of their own, a little land there for them to build upon. It
is a very important measure to that liftle band of Indians.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

NAVAJO INDIAN RESERVATION, UTAH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 11735)
to permanently set aside certain lands in Utah as an addi-
tion to the Navajo Indian Reservation, and for other pur-
poses, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That all vacant, unreserved, and undisposed
of public lands within the areas in the southern part of the State
of Utah, bounded as follows: Beginning at a point where the
San Juan River intersects the one hundred and tenth degree
of west longitude; thence down said river to its confluence with
the Colorado River; thence down the Colorado River to a point
where sald river crosses the boundary line between Utah and
Arizona; thence east along said boundary line to the one hun-
dred and tenth degree of west longitude; thence north to the
place of beginning; also beginning at a point where the west
rim of Montezuma Creek or wash intersects the north boundary
line of the Navajo Indian Reservation in Utah; thence northerly
along the western rim of said creek or wash to a point where it
intersects the section line running east and west between sections
23 and 26, township 89 south, range 24 east, Salt Lake base and
meridian in Utah; thence eastward along said section line to the
northeast section corner of section 26, township 39 south, range
25 east; thence south 1 mile along the section line between sec-
tions 25 and 26 to the southeast section corner of section 286,
township 39 south, range 25 east; thence eastward along the
section line between sections 25 and 36, township 39 scuth, range
25 east, extending through township 39 south, range 26 east, to
its intersection with the boundary line between Utah and Colo-
rado; thence south along said boundary line to its Intersection
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with the north boundary line of the Navajo Indian Reservation;
thence in a westerly direction along the north boundary line of
said reservation to the point of beginning be, and the same are
hereby, permanently withdrawn from all forms of entry or dis-
posal for the benefit of the Navajo and such other Indians as
the Secretary of the Interior may see fit to settle thereon: Pro-
vided, That no further allotments of lands to Indians on the
public domain shall be made in San Juan County, Utah, nor
shall further Indian homesteads be made in said county under
the act of July 4, 1884 (23 Stat. 96; U. 5. C,, title 43, sec. 190),
Should ofl or gas be produced In paying guantities within the
lands hereby added to the Navajo Reservation, 3714 per cent of
the net royalties accruing therefrom derived from tribal leases
shall be paid to the State of Utah: Provided, That saild 371 per
cent of said royalties shall be expended by the State of Utah In
the tuition of Indian children in white schools and/or in the
building or maintenance of roads across the lands described in
section 1 hereof, or for the benefit of the Indians residing therein.

Skc., 2. That the State of Utah may relinquish such tracts of
school land within the areas added to the Navajo Reservation by
section 1 of this act as it may see fit in favor of the said Indians,
and shall have the right to select other unreserved and non-
mineral public lands contiguously or noncontiguously located
within the State of Utah, equal in area and approximately of the
same value to that relinquished, said lieu selections to be made
in the same manner as is provided for in the enabling act of
July 16, 1894 (28 Stat. L. 107), except as to the payment of fees
or commissions which are hereby waived.

Mr. KING, Mr. President, I should like to ask the chair-
man of the committee whether, in the consideration of this
bill, there was any evidence that there were valid claims of
white settlers within the territory which this bill proposes
to have detached from the public domain permanently and
turned over to the Indians.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, this is a House bill. I
understand from the Secretary’s report that the objections
that were made by the white landowners there have been
overcome, and that it is satisfactory. This is a measure
that has been hanging fire for years, relating to what is
known as the Piute Strip.

Mr. KING. The Senator knows that there sometimes
have been withdrawals by Executive orders of large portions
of the public domain without regard to the valid rights of
settlers within the territory so withdrawn. If there are no
conflicting rights, I am in sympathy with the proposition.

Mr. FRAZIER. As I understand, the department has
taken care of those conflicting interests.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

TINTAH, WHITE RIVER, AND UNCOMPAHGRE INDIANS OF UTAH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H, R. 12651)
for the relief of the Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre
Bands of Ute Indians of Utah, and for other purposes, which
had been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs
with an amendment, on page 1, line 8, after “ Stat.,” to
strike out “ 192 " and insert “ 1092,” so as to make the bill
read:

Be it enacted, ete,, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to withdraw from the Treasury
of the United States the total funds on deposit to the credit of the
Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of Ute Indians,
arising under the provisions of the act of February 13, 1931 (46
Stat. 1092), including the accrued interest thereon and cause the
total sum to be paid in pro rata shares to all members of the said
Uintah, White River, and Uncompahgre Bands of Ute Indians who
were alive and entitled to enrollment with such Indians on Feb-
ruary 13, 1931: Provided, That the said SBecretary, under such rules
and regulations as he may prescribe, shall cause the shares of all
Indians, including minors, to be deposited as Individual Indian
money in banks bonded and designated as depositaries for indi-
vidual Indian moneys, to remain subject to disbursement for the
benefit of the Indians entitled thereto as are other individual
Indian moneys under existing laws.

Sec. 2. The funds when so deposited to the credit of each indi-
vidual Indian shall become immediately available for the purpose
of Improving their lands, the erection of suitable homes, the pur-
chasing of buflding material, farming equipment, livestock, feed,
food, seed, grain, tools, machinery, implements, household goods,
bedding, clothing, and any other equipment or supplies necessary
to enable the Indians to fit themselves for or to engage in farming,
lvestock industry, or such other pursuits or vocations as will
enable them to become self-supporting under such rules and regu-
lations as may be prescribed by the SBecretary of the Interior for
their actual benefit and welfare: Provided, That in cases of the
aged, Infirm, decrepit, or incapacitated members their shares may
be used for their proper maintenance and support in the discretion
of the Secretary of the Interior.
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Skc. 3. The funds deposited to the credit of minors, under
authority of this act, may be invested or expended in the same
manner and for the same purposes as are herein provided for the
adults: Provided, That where the funds of any minor are invested
or expended it shall be done with the consent of the parents and
the approval of the Secretary of the Interior.

Sec. 4. In no event shall any of this money become liable, pay-
able, or subject to any debt or debts contracted prior to the
passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.
LANDS IN OTTAWA COUNTY, OKLA.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5427) au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Interior to purchase certain
lands in Ottawa County, Okla., which had been reported
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment
to strike out all affer the enacting clause and to insert:

That the of the Interior be, and he is hereby, author-
ized to acquire, for Indian school purposes, the east half south-
west quarter, southeast quarter northwest quarter, east half north-
west quarter and west half southwest quarter southeast quarter
section 21, township 27 north, range 24 east, Indian meridian,
Oklahoma.

Sec, 2. In order to carry out the provisions of section 1 hereof
there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, out of any money
in the Treasury of the United States and otherwise appropriated,
the sum of $10,000, which said sum when so appropriated and
placed in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the
Wyandotte Tribe of Indians, shall operate as a full, complete, and
perfect extinguishment of all their right, title, and interest in and
to the lands above described and which sum shall be subject to
disbursement under congressional authority for the benefit of the
Wyandotte Tribe.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like some explana-
tion of this bill from the Senator from Oklahoma.

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr, President, in northeast
Oklahoma we have an Indian school known as the Seneca
Indian Boarding School. The school is located on lands be-
longing to the Wyandotie Tribe. The title is in the tribe of
Wyandottes. The Government has largely improved this
site, so that now it has improvements to the extent of 28
buildings, worth about $135,000.

We appropriate each year about $82,000 to maintain the
school; but the school has been enlarged and is now used by
all tribes. The Wyandottes think it is unfair to use their
lands indefinitely for school sites for all tribes of Indians.
Besides, the Government has appropriated this vast sum of
money to construct a school on land that belongs to one
particular tribe.

This bill proposes to take over this land and make it Gov-
ernment property—not only the buildings but the land itself.
It authorizes an appropriation of $10,000 at some time in the
future to pay the Wyandotte Tribe for the land. The
$10,000, when appropriated, will go into the Treasury to be
spent by the Congress for the benefit of the Wyandotte
Indians.

The PRESIDENT pro tempdre. The question is on agree-
ing to the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to authorize
the acquisition by the United States of the land upon which
the Seneca Indian School, Wyandotie, Okla., is located.”

ALLOTMENTS OF DECEASED INDIANS

The bill (S. 5483) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior
in behalf of Indians to purchase the allotments of deceased
Indians, and for other purposes, was announced as next in
order.

Mr. McEELLAR. Mr. President, will the Senator from
North Dakota explain that bill and how much it will cost?

Mr. FRAZIER. No appropriation is provided in the bill.

Mr. McKELLAR. But it authorizes an appropriation.

Mr. FRAZIER. Yes. According to the commissioner's
report it maye take as much as $100,000 later on, in small
amounts. I have several amendments, however, that are
deemed advisable. The department has recommended these
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amendments, and I wish to submit the amendments, which
I send to the desk.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, in view of the fact that it is
conceded that the system of dealing with allotted lands,
especially the allotted lands of deceased persons, is to be
changed—there is to be a complete medification of the pres-
ent system under which the title goes to the Indians, and
when they die the lands do not go to their heirs, but are
sold—it seems to me that it is unwise now to provide for
the Government purchasing these allotments. I think that
the lands ought to go into the tribe instead of being pur-
chased and then sold to white people.

I think the bill had better go over.

- Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, will the Senafor withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. Yes; I will do it.

Mr. FRAZIER. Under the present system, where an In-
dian dies who owns allotted property the property must be
sold and divided among the heirs. Generally speaking, the
white people buy that property and come in and own land
right in and around the reservation, which oftentimes
causes a good deal of frouble. This bill would provide that
the heirs of the deceased might buy the land, or the tribe
might buy the land for tribal purposes; or, in some cases
where the tribes have no money the money would be fur-
nished by the Government. Under this bill the money
would have to be appropriated. It means the prevention of
breaking up the Indian fribal lands.

Mr. KING. I will say to the Senator that I am now
working on a bill under the terms of which this vicious
system of allotments, followed by the dispossession of the
Indians when the allottee dies, will be done away with.
In view of that fact, and the fact that legislation dealing
with Indian lands will certainly be enacted at the next
session of Congress, I think this bill had better go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

COLLECTION OF FEES FOR WORK DONE FOR INDIANS

The bill (H. R. 10086) to amend the act of February 14,
1920, authorizing and directing the collection of fees for
work done for the benefit of Indians, was considered, or-
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the item contalned in the act approved
February 14, 1920 (41 Stat. L. 415; U. 8. C., title 25, sec. 413),
authorizing and directing the collection of fees to cover the cost
of certain specified work performed for the benefit of Indians, be,
and the same is hereby, amended so as to read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized, in
his discretion and under such rules and regulations as he may
prescribe, to collect reasonable fees to cover the cost of any and
all work performed by Indian tribes or for individual Indians, to
be paid by vendees, lessees, or assignees, or deducted from the

of sales, leases, or other sources of revenue: Provided,
That the amounts so collected shall be covered into the Treasury
as miscellaneous receipts, except when the expenses of the work
are paid from Indian tribal funds, in which event they shall be
credited to such funds.”

REPEAL OF OBSOLETE SECTIONS OF REVISED STATUTES

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 9877)
to repeal obsolete sections of the Revised Statutes omitted
from the United States Code, which had been reported from
the Committee on the Judiciary with an amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is an
important bill, but it has been pending here for a long time.
I do not feel justified in objecting to the consideration cf
the bill, but I should like to have some assurance from the
Senator from Delaware [Mr., Hastings] that the bill has
been carefully drafted. It repeals a great many sections of
the code, which sections are alleged to be obsolete.

Mr. EING. Mr. President, before the Senator from Dela-
ware answers the able Senator from Arkansas will he per-
mit me to make a suggestion?

Mr. HASTINGS. The chairman of the committee, the
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. Norris], can answer the Sena-
tor’s question better than I can. I remember something
about it, but I know that the chairman of the committee

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 25\

will be better able than I am to respond to the Senator’s
inquiry.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I should like to say that
this bill has been pending here for a long time. It was
reported once by the Judiciary Committee and then re-
ferred back by the Senate to the committee. The Senator
will realize that the bill is a very difficult one. It is, how-
ever, one that requires a great deal of care and a great
deal of attention.

The committee had the matter up again and referred it
to a subcommittee, of which the senior Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr, WaLse] was chairman. He reported it favorably
to the full committee, after a reexamination of all the stat-
utes proposed to be repealed.

Of course, necessarily we had to depend on an examination
being made by a competent person, who should review the
matter again, to see that no mistake had been made. That
work has all been done, and we have recommended that the
bill be passed. It is a bill which has passed the House, and
necessarily a great deal of additional labor will be entailed if
the bill is not enacted at this session of the Congress.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, I think it
ought to be disposed of now, if it is practicable to do so.

Mr. NORRIS. We are satisfied that the work was done
satisfactorily, and the committee was unanimous in making
its report. .

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. With the assurance the
chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary has given, I
shall make no objection.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I want to ask the Senator from
Nebraska a question. The Senator will recall that Senator
Ernst, when in the Senate, spent several years in working out
a codification of the Statutes of the United States. My un-
derstanding was that that codification eliminated obsolete
laws, and I was wondering whether all of the provisions car-
ried in the pending bill are to be found in the codification.

Mr. NORRIS. I think the Senator is wrong about the
elimination of all obsolete laws being taken care of in the
bill sponsored by Senator Ernst. That was a codification,
but I think it included a good many laws which were obsolete
and had been repealed.

Mr, KING. The Senator may be correct, but my recollec-
tion was that when Senator Ernst made his report and the
matter was sent back to him it was with the understanding
that laws clearly obsolete should be omitted from the
codification.

Mr. NORRIS. The Senator will remember that when we
passed the measure covering that codification we finally
agreed upon an amendment that the statutes included in the
codification, known as the Code of Laws, would be prima
facie evidence, when they were offered, but only prima facie
evidence, that they stated the law, and that if it were shown
in any case that they conflicted with other statutes there
should be a decision as to which stated the law. In other
words, it was not the intention of the codification to repeal
any law. This measure does repeal obsolete statutes.

Mr. KING. I shall not object.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I want to call attention to
the fact that the pending bill and the next bill on the cal-
endar are in the same category. Mr. Fitzgerald, of the
House of Representatives, devoted a great deal of time and
attention to the revision of the code. He put a great deal
of painstaking effort into eliminating the obsolete sections
of the code. As the Senator from Nebraska has stated the
general history of these matters before the Committee on the
Judiciary, I simply want to add that the Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. WaLsg], to whom, as chairman of a subcommittee,
were referred these two bills, reported to the full committee
that he had caused a very careful review to be made of all
the sections alleged to be obsolete, that he had had that work
done by a very competent clerk in his office, that the work
had been submitted to him, and, while the Senator did not
want it understood that he had made a careful, detailed
study of the various provisions repealed, yet he was con-
vinced, from a general review of the work that had been done
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by a member of his office force, that there was no question | B.S. 1205 R.8.1577 R.8.1012 R. 5.2205
R. 8. 1206 R.S.1578 R.S.1913 R. 8. 2206
but that the obsolete sections proposed to be repealed should | p* &' 1507 R. S. 1579 R.S.1914 R. 8. 2207
be repealed. R. 5.1208 R.S.1580 R.S.19156 R. 8. 2208
RIS : R.S.1213 R.S.1590 R.S.1916 R. 8. 2209
Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, I would like to add, for the | b2 1979 R.S. 1504 R.8.1017 R. S, 2210
benefit of the Senate, the statement that, of course, no R.8.1215 R. 8. 1595 R.S. 1918 R.8.2211
member of the Committee on the Judiciary can say that he | r. 5. 1218 R. 8. 1596 R.S.1919 R.S.2212
has personally examined all these statutes; it must be quite | R.S.1217 R. 8. 1597 R.S. 1920 R.S.22138
evident to the Senate that it would be almost a physical | B-S-1219 R. 8. 1598 R.S. 1921 R.S.2214
2ot R. S.1220 R. 8. 1599 R.S.1922 R.S. 2215
impossibility for a Senator to take the time to go over them | g g5 1221 R. 8. 1601 R.8S.1923 R. 8. 2216
all; it would be a terrible task. A Member of the House did g.g. %gg R. 8. 1602 R.S. 1924 R. 8. 2217
that, however. Really, a competent attorney should have | B-5. R. 8.1608 R.8.1925 R. 8. 2226
: : R. S.1238 R.S. 1615 R. 5. 1926 R. S, 2227
been employed to go through these statutes and make the | 5" g’ 1539 R.S. 1618 B.S. 1027 R. 5. 2233
examination. R.S. lzg R. B. 1661 R.S.1928 R.S. 2241
TSO many of them R.S.12 R.S.1662 R.S.1929 R. 8. 2256
Mr. WA N. How of i there? R. S. 1263 R. 5. 1663 R.S. 1930 R. S.2299
Mr. NORRIS. There is a large number of them. If one | g’ g 1267 R.8. 1667 R 8 1931 R S 2312
should go through them in detail in an effort to satisfy g. g. iggg R. B. 1670 R.5.1032 R. 8. 2313
himself that the list given covered all statutes which had | B-S. R.S. 1672 R.8.1933 R.S. 2314
been repealed and which should be stricken from the statute | B-S- 1272 i il B b
books, it would probably take him two or three months. The | r.8.1277 R.8.1677 R.S.1038 R. S. 2317
Senator from Montana [Mr. Warse] devoted considerable | R.S. 1279 R.S. 1678 R.S.1937 R.S. 2367
time to the matter, but, of course, he did not claim that he ﬁ- g- }ﬁ g:g- ig R.S. 1938 g- g- g‘«‘-&
examined the statutes personally. He supervised the work | " &’ - R.S. 1939 .B.
R.S. 1286 R.S.1684 R.S.1940 R.S. 2401
done by a member of his office force and no errors were | g. 8. 1287 R. S. 1687 R.S. 1041 R.S.2492
found. It was found that everything that had come from | R.S.1289 R. 8. 1690 R. 8. 1942 R.S.2493
the House was correct. R.8.1200 R.S.1691 R.S.1943 R. 5. 2404
R.S. 1292 R. 5. 1694 R.S. 1944 R.S. 2495
Mr., HASTINGS. Mr, President, I would like to call the R.8.1205 R.S.1702 R.S. 1945 R.S. 2406
attention of Senators to the report made by the Senator | R.S. 1207 R.S. 1703 R. 5. 1946 R. 8. 2497
from Montana [Mr. WaLsu], stating that every section had g— g- g:g g- g- g% R.S.1947 g. g. gﬁ
been thoroughly studied by the executive department con- | '’ 1308 BB 1720 G S & 2500
cerned, the legislative reference service of the Library of | r.s. 1332 R.S.1729 R.S. 1050 R. 8. 2501
Congress, and the House Commiftee on Revision of the Laws, | R. 5. 1333 R.S. 1730 R.8.1951 R. 8. 2502
as well as by the Senate committee itself. RS1348  RS1m8 RS lds  B5 50k
Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. President, I think we ought to pass | R. 8. }gg R.S. 1739 R.S.1954 R. 8. 2505 s
the bill, If it includes some statutes by mistake, it prob- | B.S. R.5.1741 R. 8. 1958 R. 8. 2506
ably would be just as well to have them repealed anyhow. | 281388 R-2J77  RSI1el RS20
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The clerk will state the | r.s.1368 R.S.1762 R.S. 2036 R. 8. 2509
amendment. R.S.1371 R. g. 1793 R. S. 2041 R.S.2510
The amendment of the committee was, on page T, column | E&15%  BEINT  msxs - meam
4, to strike out “ R. S. 5599,” so as to make the bill read: R.S.13717 R.S. 1845 R. 8. 2045 R.8.2513
Be it enacted, etc., That the following sections of the Revised | 2-5- 1350 e oAy e A BB
Statutes are hereby repealed: R.S.1392 R.S.1848 R. S. 2048 R. 8.2519
R.8. 14 R.S. 242 R.S. 825 R.S.1130 R.S. 1304 R.S. 1849 R.S. 2049 R. S. 2522
R.8. 15 R.B. 253 R.8. 826 R.8.1131 R, S. 1309 R. B. 1850 R. S.2050 R.8.2523
R.S. 16 R.8. 255 R.S. 827 R.S. 1133 R. 8. 1400 R.B.1851 R.S. 2051 R.S. 2525
R.B. 17 R.S. 268 R.S. 831 R.8.1134 R.S. 1412 R.B. 1852 R. S. 2054 R. 5. 2526
R.S. 20 R.S. 271 R.S. 835 R.S.1137 R.S.1416 R.S. 1853 R. S. 2055 R. 8. 2527
R.B. 21 R.B. 276 R.S. 836 R.S.1139 R.S. 1423 R. 8. 1856 R.S. 2062 R.S. 2528
R.S. 23 R.8. 279 R.S. 837 R.S. 1140 R.S. 1424 R. 8. 1859 R. S. 2065 R. 8. 2529
R.8. 42 R.S. 299 R.S. 839 R.8.1142 R. 8. 1425 R. 8. 1862 R. 5. 2099 R. 8. 2530
R.8. 51 R.S. 800A R.S. 840 R. 5. 1146 R.S. 1446 R. S. 1863 R.S. 2102 R.S.2531
R.S. 52 R.S. 800B R.S. 841 R.S.1147 R. S. 1447 R. 8. 1865 R.S. 2107 R. 8. 2532
R.S. 53 R.S. 816 R.S. 842 R.S.1148 R, S. 1460 R. 8. 1866 R.S.2128 R. 8. 2533
R.B. 75 R.8. 317 R.S. 843 R.8.1151 R. 8. 1461 R. 5. 1867 R.S.2129 R.S. 2534
R.8. 76 R.S. 322 R.8. 844 R.8S.1153 R.S. 1472 R. S. 1869 R.S. 2130 R.S.2535
R.8. T R.S. 323 R.S. 845 R.S.1154 R.S. 1476 R. 8. 1870 R.S.2131 'R.8.2536
R.8. T8 R.S. 832 R.S. 847 R.B. 11556 R.S. 1478 R.8.1871 R.S. 2175 R. 8. 2538
R.8. B85 R.S. 834 R.8. 980 R.B. 1159 R.S.1479 R. 8. 1872 R.B.2176 R.S. 2539
R.S. 86 R.S. 351 R. 8. 1008 R.8.1160 R.S. 1484 R.S. 1874 R.8. 2177 R. 8. 2541
R.S. 87 R.S. 352 R. S. 1009 R.S. 1161 R.S. 1491 R. 8. 1875 R.S. 2178 R, 8. 2542
R.5. 88 R.S. 303 R. 8. 1037 R.5.1162 R.S.1492 R.S. 1878 R.S.2179 R. 8. 2543
R.S. 90 R.S. 394 R. 8. 1038 R.S.1163 R. 8. 1497 R. 5. 1877 R.S. 2180 R.S.2544
R.S. 91 R.S. 414 R. S. 1039 R.8.1168 R.S.1513 R. 8. 1879 R.S.2181 R. S. 2545
R.8. 92 R.S. 416 R.S5.1040 R. 8. 1170 R.S.1514 R.S. 1880 R.S.2182 R. 8.2546
R.S. 93 R.8. 433 R.S.1048 R.8.1171 R. 8. 1522 R.S. 1881 R.S.2183 R. 8. 2547
R.S. 130 R.S. 440 R. 5. 1090 R.8.1172 R.S.1528 R.S. 1882 R.S.2184 R.S. 2548
R.S. 135 R.S. 443 R.8.1094 R.S.1173 R.B.1524 R. 8. 18856 R. S. 2185 R. 8. 2549
R.S. 142 ‘R.S. 445 R.S. 1099 R.S.1179 R.8.1525 R. S. 1887 R.S.2186 R. S. 2550
R.S. 155 R.S. 466 R. 8.1100 R.S. 1180 R.S.1529 R.S. 1889 R.S. 2187 R. 8. 2551
B.S. 156 R.8. 4T R.S. 1101 R.8. 1181 R.8.1530 R.S. 1891 R.S5.2188 R. 8. 2552
R.S. 157 R.S. 484 R.S.1102 R.S.1182 R.S 1531 R.S. 1898 R.S. 2189 R.S. 2553
R.S. 163 R.8. 485 R.S.1103 R.S.1184 R.S. 1540 R. 8. 1897 R.S.2190 R. B. 2555
R.S. 164 R.S. 490 R.S.1106 R.8.1185 R. 8. 1541 R.S. 1888 R.S.2191 R. S. 2556
R.8. 167 R.S. 491 R.8.1107 R.S.1186 R. 8. 15566 R. 8. 1899 R.S.2192 R.S.2557
E.S. 168 R.S. 492 R.S.1109 R. 8. 1187 R.S. 1658 R. S. 1900 R.S.2193 R. 8. 2558
R.8. 171 R.S. 503 R.S.1113 R.8.1188 R. 8. 1559 R. 8. 1901 R.S.2194 R. 8. 2550
R.S. 198 R.S. 511 R.S.1114 R.8.1180 R.S.1561 R. 8. 1902 R.S.2195 R.S. 2560
R.S. 201 R.S. 521 R.8.1115 R.S.1193 R. 8. 1562 R.S.1903 R.S. 2196 R. 8. 2562
R.S. 212 R.B. 522 R.8.1117 R.8.1195 R. 8. 1585 R.S. 1904 R.S5.2197 R.S. 2563
R.S. 221 R.S. 561 R.8.1119 R.B.1196 R. 8. 1566 R. 8. 1905 R.S.2198 R. S. 2564
R.S. 222 R.S. 628 R.S.1121 R.85.1197 R.S.1567 R. 8. 1906 R.S.2199 R.S.2565
R.S. 223 R.S. 768 R.S.1123 R.S.1198 R.S. 1568 R. 8. 1907 R. S. 2200 R.S. 2566
R.S. 227 R.8. T70 R.S.1124 R. 8. 1200 R.8. 1569 R.S. 1908 R.S. 2201 R. S. 2567
R.S. 231 R.8. 717 R.8.1126 R. 8. 1202 R.S. 1570 R. 5. 1909 R. S, 2202 R. S. 2568
R.S. 235 R.S. 778 R.8.1128 R. 5. 1203 R.S. 1572 R.S.1910 R. 8. 2203 R. S. 25690
R.S. 238 R.S. 781 R.S.1129 R. 8. 1204 R. 8. 1573 R. 8. 1011 R. 5. 2204 R. 8. 2576
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R. 8. 4925 R. 8. 4945 R. 8. 4960 R.S.5194
R.5.4026 R. 8. 4946 R. 8. 4961 R. 8. 5245
R.S. 4027 R. 8. 4047 R. 5. 4962 R.S. 5249
R. 8. 4928 R.5.4048 R. 5. 4063 R. 8. 5255
R.8.4932 R.B. 4949 R. 8. 4964 R. 8. 5411
R. 8. 4037 R. 8. 4950 R. S. 4965 R. 8. 5412
R.5.4938 R. 8. 4952 R. S. 4066 R. 8. 5568
R. 5. 4039 R. 8. 4954 R. S. 4967 R.S. 5569
R. 8. 4940 R. 8. 4955 R. 8. 4068 R. 8. 56097
R. 8. 4041 R. 8. 4956 R. 5. 4969 R. 8. 5508
R. 8. 4042 R. B, 4957 R. 5. 4970

R.5.4043 R.S. 4958 R. 8. 5180

R.5.4044 R. 8. 4959 R. 8. 5181

Sec. 2. The question as to whether any other provisions of law
now omitted from the United States Code and supplements have
present force or effect as general and permanent law shall be
determined without regard to this act,

8ec. 3. No inference shall be ralsed by the enactment of this
act that the sections of the Revised Statutes repealed by this
act were in force or effect at the time of such enactment: Pro-
vided, however, That any rights or liabilities existing under such
repealed sections shall not be affected by their repeal.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

REPEAL OF OBSOLETE STATUTES

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7121) to
repeal obsolete statutes, and to improve the United States
Code, which was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the following obsolete sections of the
Revised Statutes are hereby repealed:

Revised Statutes: United States Code
B9_.. s Title 2,sec.1386.
Title 15, sec. 180,
Title 28, sec. 820.
Title 16, sec. 591,
Title 16, sec. 502,
Title 18, sec. 595,
Title 18, sec. 506.
Title 19, sec. 41.

Title 19, sec. 46,

Title 19, sec. 47.

Title 19, sec. 378,
Title 26, sec. 421,
Title 39, sec. 296,
Title 89, sec. 297,
Title 39, sec. 490.
Title 39, sec. 491.
Title 39, sec, 521.
Title 39, sec. 788,
Title 46, sec. 256.
Title 46, sec. 257.
Title 46, sec. 287,
Title 46, sec. 281.
Title 46, sec. 282,
Title 46, sec. 283,
Title 46, sec. 284.
Title 46, sec. 285,
Title 46, sec. 286.
Title 46, sec. 317.

Bec. 2. Rights or liabilities existing under the foregoing statutes
on the date of the enactment of this act shall not be affected
thereby.

INDUSTRIAL LIFE INSURANCE IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 3257) for
the protection of holders of industrial insurance policies in
the District of Columbia, which had been reported from the
Committee on the District of Columbia with an amendment,
to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert:

Be it enacted, etc., That policies of industrial weekly payment
life insurance hereafter issued or delivered in the District of Co-
lumbia shall be subject to the following conditions, in addition to

any others prescribed by law and not inconsistent with the pro-
visions of this act.
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GOOD FAITH

Sec. 2. If payment of such a policy shall be refused because
of unsound health at or prior to the date of the policy, the good
faith. of both applicant and insured shall constitute a material
element in determining the validity of the policy; and it shall
not be held invalid because of unsound health unless the insurer
shall prove that, at or before the date of issue of the policy, the
insured or applicant had knowledge of, or reason to know, the
facts on which the defense is based, or shall prove that the in-
surance was procured by the insured or applicant in bad faith or
with intent to defraud the company, any provision, agreement,
condition, warranty, or clause contained in said policy, or indorsed
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thereon, or added or attached thereto, to the contrary notwith-
standing. Proof by the insurer of fraud, intent to deceive, un-
sound health, bad faith, breach or warranty or condition prece-
dent, or other matter of defense, shall be subject to the provisions
of section 657 of the act entitled “An act to establish a Code of
Law for the District of Columbia,” approved March 3, 1901, as
amended. (D. C. Code, title 5, sec, 183.)
INCONTESTABILITY
Sec. 8, Every such policy shall be incontestable upon any
ground relating to health after two years from its date of issue
(notwithstanding a longer period may be named therein), pro-
vided the insured shall be alive at the end of said perlod. If the
policy by its terms shall be incontestable after a shorter period
than herein provided, the terms of the policy with regard to such
period of limitation shall govern.
ASSIGNMENT
Sec. 4. Nothing contained in the terms of any such policy shall
operate to prevent its valid assignment by the insured; but the
mpany issuing the policy so assigned shall be ed of all
Ilab ity thereon by payment of its proceeds in accordance with its
terms, unless before such payment the company shall have written
notice of such assignment.
BENEFICIARY
Sec. 5. Any Individual designated with the consent of the in-
surer, evidenced by the signature of its president or secretary,
or designated upon a form furnished by and filed with the in-
surer, as beneficiary of such a policy shall be entitled to the pro-
ceeds of such policy after the death of the insured in priority to
all other claimants, and may sue in his own name for such pro-
ceeds if payment is refused by the insurer: Provided, That upon
the expiration of 15 days after the death of the insured, unless
proof of claim in the manner and form required by the policy, ac-
companied by the policy for surrender, has theretofore been made
by or on behalf of such designated henenclary the insurer may
pay to any other claimant permitted by the policy. A person
specified as one to whom the Insured desires payment made, but
not formally designated as beneficlary, shall be deemed a bene-
fictary for the purposes of this section, provided such designation
be made in writing and flled with the company during the life-
time of the insured.

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill respecting
contracts of industrial life insurance in the District of
Columbia.”

RIO GRANDE BRIDGE, TEXAS

The bill (8. 5532) to extend the time for the construction
of a bridge across the Rio Grande at Boca Chica, Tex., was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the same as Cal-
endar 1376, House bill 14411,

Mr. VANDENBERG. I ask that the House bill be substi-
tuted and the Senate bill indefinitely postponed.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 14411) to extend the times for com-
mencing and completing the construction of a bridge across
the Rio Grande at Boca Chica, Tex., which was ordered to
a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That the time for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a bridge authorized by act of Congress
approved June 10, 1932, to be built by the Boca Chica Bridge Co.
across the Rio Grande at Boca Chica, Tex. are hereby extended
one and three years, respectively, from June 10, 1933.

Sec.2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby
expressly reserved.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore., Senate bill 5532 will be
indefinitely postponed.

HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE, NEW YORE

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5564) to
extend the times for commencing and completing the con-
struction of a bridge across Hudson River at or near Catskill,
Greene County, N. Y., and for other purposes, which had
been reported from the Committee on Commerce, with an
amendment, on page 1, line 10, after “ 1930,” to insert the

words “ heretofore extended by an act of Congress ap-.

proved April 15, 1932,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, eic., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of the bridge across the Hudson River
at or near Catskill, Greene County, N. Y. authorized to be bullt
by the State of New Yorkbytheactenﬁtlsd “An act granting

mtormerbendedbymnctotcomapprovednp:uls.
1932, are hereby further extended one and three years, respec-
tively, from the date of the approval hereof.
8rc. 2. Bectlon 2 of such act of June 5, 1930, is hereby repealed.
8ec. 8. The right to alter, amen.d,orrepealthisnctlshereby

expressly reserved.
The amendment was agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTEROCEANIC CANALS

The resolution (S. Res. 344) authorizing the Committee
on Interoceanic Canals to hold hearings during the Seventy-
second Congress was read, considered, and agreed to, as
follows:

Resolved, That the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, or any
subcommittee thereof, Is authorized, during the BSeventy-second
Congress, to send for persons, books, and papers, to administer
oaths, and to employ a stenographer, at a cost not exceeding 25
cents per 100 words, to report such hearings as may be had in
connection with any subject which may be before sald commit-
tee, the thereof to be paid out of the contingent fund
of the Benate; and that the committee, or any subcommittee
thereof, may sit during the sessions or recesses of the Senate,

CANYON DE CHELLY NATIONAL MONUMENT, ARIZ.

The bill (S. 5190) to amend the description of land de-
scribed in section 1 of the act approved February 14, 1931,
entitled “An act to authorize the President of the United
States to establish the Canyon De Chelly National Monu-
ment within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.,” was
announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This is the same as Cal-
endar 1362, House bill 13960, and without objection the
House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill, and the
Senate bill will be indefinitely postponed.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 13960) to amend the description of
land described in section 1 of the act approved February
14, 1931, entitled “An act to authorize the President of the
United States to establish the Canyon De Chelly National
Monument within the Navajo Indian Reservation, Ariz.”

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

PATRICK HENRY WALSH

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4380) for
the relief of Patrick Henry Walsh, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, on page
1, line B, to strike out “ $15,000 ” and fo insert in lieu thereof
“ $3,000,” so as to read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is author-
ized and directed to pay to Patrick Henry Walsh, of Weehawken,
N. J., out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropri-
ated, the sum of $3,000, in full satisfaction of all claims against
the United States for damages on account of injuries resulting
from being struck by a United States malil truck, at Jersey City,
N. J., on December 19, 1924,

The amendment Was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, EASTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH
CAROLINA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 13655) to
amend the act of May 10, 1928, entitled “An act to provide
for the times and places for holding court for the eastern
district of North Carolina” (45 Stat. 495), which was
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed.

SALE OF PROPERTY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

The bill (8. 5470) authorizing the sale of certain property
no longer required for public purposes in the District of
Columbia was announced as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill being identical
with Calendar 1317, House bill 14340, if there is no objection,
the House bill will be substituted for the Senate bill, and the
Senate bill will be indefinitely postponed.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from
Kansas will explain this bill.

Mr. CAFPER. Mr. President, these two bills are exactly
alike. The purpose of the bill is to permit the District Com-
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missioners to sell the old Potomac School property in south-
west Washington. The property is no longer used for school
purposes, and no suitable municipal use can be made of it.

The property is now located in the wholesale-market area.
The commissioners are informed that a more advantageous
price can be secured now than might be the case later.
Several property owners are interested in its purchase.

The bill provides for sale of the property to the highest
bidder * at public or private sale as in their—the commis-
sioners'—opinion may be most advantageous to the District
of Columbia.” The auditor of the District of Columbia, at
the committee’s hearing on this bill, stated that the commis-
sioners desired the authority to sell the property at private
cale, if, after offering it for sale publicly, they received no
satisfactory bids for purchase. Advertisement and an effort
to sell the property publicly would precede any attempt to
gell privately, the committee was assured.

Mr. McKELLAR. What the Senator has stated is not
exactly what the bill would effect? The bill provides that
the commissioners may sell the property at either public or
private sale. No limit is put on the price. This is a very
bad time for the sale of real estate, and it seems to me it
would be a very unhappy time to put the property on the
market.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair under-
stand the Senator to ask that the bill go over?

Mr. McKELLAR. Let the bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVEr,

AMENDMENT OF BANKRUPTCY ACT

The bill (H. R. 14359) to amend an act entitled “An act
to establish a uniform system of bankruptey throughout the
United States,” approved July 1, 1898, and acts amendatory
thereof and supplementary thereto, was announced as next
in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the unfinished
business, and will be passed over.

PROOF OF CLAIMS IN BANKRUPICY CASES

The bill (S, 5394) to amend section 57 of the act entitled
“An act to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as
amended and supplemented, with respect to proof and al-
lowance of claims by trustees for bondholders, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. GEORGE. Let the bill go over,

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, will not the Senator
withhold his objection for a moment? If he will read the
report, he will see that this is a very carefully drawn bill.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I withhold the objection;
but I thought that, since the general matter of bankruptcy
laws was before the Senate, this should go over to be con-
sidered in connection with the unfinished business.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will go over.

SENECA INDIANS IN NEW YO STATE

The bill (S. 5302) to amend the act entitled “An act to
grant to the State of New York and the Seneca Nation of
Indians jurisdiction over the taking of fish and game within
the Allegany, Cattaraugus, and Oil Spring Indian Reserva-
tions,” approved January 5, 1927, was considered. The bill
had been reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs
with amendments, on page 1, line 7, affer the numerals
“19217,” to insert “(44 Stat. L. 932)"; and, in the same line,
after the word * hereby,” to strike out:

Amended to read as follows: " That the Seneca Nation of
Indians shall have the exclusive right to take fish and game
within the Allegany, Cattaraugus, and Oil Spring Indian Reser-
vations in the State of New York without regard to the laws of
such State relating to the taking of fish and game; and such
Seneca Nation shall have the exclusive authority through its
counsel to prescribe rules and regulations governing the taking
of fish and game in such reservations and to punish any viola-
tions thereof, and to issue permits and llcenses for such taking
of fish and game; "

And to insert in lieu thereof * repealed." so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the act entitled “An act to grant to the
State of New York and the Seneca Nation of Indians jurisdiction
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over the taking of fish and game within the Allegany, Cattaraugus,
and Oil Spring Indian Reservations,” approved January 5, 1927
(44 Stat. L. 932), is hereby repealed.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator from
North Dakota [Mr. Frazier] whether this does not deprive
the Indians of a right which under existing law they have?

Mr. FRAZIER. No; it gives them the right to fish on
their own land. The old law enacted in 1927 put the Seneca
Indian Reservation under the State law. I have a letter this
morning with reference to three Indians who have been
arrested for fishing in little streams on their own reservation
contrary to the State law. We had hearings and there were
about a dozen Indians here with their attorney. I think it
meets with general approval.

Mr. KING. Ihave had some complaints from the Indians
in New York to the effect that they were not receiving ade-
quate protection from the State. I approve of the bill.

Mr., COPELAND. Mr, President, I think I am in agree-
ment with the purpose of the bill, and I shall not object to
its passage. However, I want to serve notice that I may
desire to ask for a reconsideration.

The amendments were agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to repeal the
act entitled ‘An act to grant to the State of New York and
the Seneca Nation of Indians jurisdiction over the taking of
fish and game within the Allegany, Cattaraugus, and Oil
Spring Indian Reservations,’ approved January 5, 1927.”

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT TEACHERS' SALARY ACT

The bill (H. R. 12595) to amend the teachers’ salary act of
the District of Columbia, approved June 4, 1924, as amended,
in relation to establishing the Wilson and Miner Teachers
Colleges on a basis comparable with recognized standards
for accredited institutions of like kind; to raising the trade
or vocational schools to the level of junior high schools, and
for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. EING. Over.

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr, KING. Very well,

Mr. CAPPER. We had long hearings on this bill. I do
not recall whether the Senator was present or not, but the
committee was unanimous in approving the bill. It does not
cost any money, but it places these feachers in line for
recognition.

Mr. KING. There has been some complaint to me about
this bill as well as the one which was passed over previously;
and this is not the one the Senator from Kansas has in mind,
because this is the House bill. It is alleged that it contains
some discriminations. In view of the fact that we are to
have a morning hour next Monday, I suggest that it go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

ACTION FOR DAMAGES AGAINST THE DISTRICT OF COLUMEBIA

The bill (H. R. 13750) to regulate the bringing of actions
for damages against the District of Columbia, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, what was done with Order
of Business 1314?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That was passed out of
order. When we reached the identical Senate bill a substi-
tution was made and this number was passed and the Senate
bill indefinitely postponed.

Mr. NORRIS. I was asked by my colleague’s secretary
to object to a bill, and I am not sure whether this is the
one or not. Let me ask the Senator from Kansas [Mr.
Carper] about Order of Business No, 1314. What is the
‘object of that bill?

Mr. CAPPER. The bill proposes to amend the law re-
lating to estates of deceased persons which come under the
police department. The Senate bill carries out the recom-
mendations of the commissioners and federation of busi-
ness associations, pamely, that estates under $100 in value
remaining unclaimed with the police for a full year should
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be exempted from the provisions of law requiring the pro-
bate court to appoint administrators. The present limit is
$50, and that is very unsatisfactory. The House bill pro-
poses fo raise the limit to $100.

Mr. NORRIS. I do not think that is the bill to which my
attention was directed. Is there a bill on the calendar re-
ported from the District Committee in regard to the gas
companies in the District of Columbia?

Mr. CAPPER. That has not as yet been reached.

Mr. McNARY. It is on page 17 of the calendar, Order
No. 1339.

Mr. NORRIS. I presume that is the bill my colleague had
in mind. I have no objection to the bill just reported.

There being no objection, House bill 13750 was considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That no action shall be maintained against
the District of Columbia for unliquidated damages to person or
property unless the claimant within six months after the injury
or damage was sustained, he, his agent, or attorney gave notice in
writing to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia of the
approximate time, place, cause, and circumstances of such injury
or damage: Provided, however, That a report in writing by the
Metropolitan police department, in regular course of duty, shall be
regarded as a sufficient notice under the above provision.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, Cal-
endar No. 1274, the identical Senate bill, is lnd.eﬂ.nitely post-
poned.

AMENDMENT OF DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA CODE

The bill (H. R. 14204) fo amend section 653 of the Code
of Law for the District of Columbia was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the provision of section 653 of the act
of Congress approved March 8, 1001, entitled “An act to establish
& Code of Law for the District of Columbia,” as amended by the
act of Congress approved August 15, 1911, which sald provision
reads: “ Every such company or association shall pay to the col-
lector of taxes for the District of Columbia a sum of money, as
tax, equal to 1 per cent of all moneys received from members of
policy or certificate holders within the District of Columbia, said
tax to be paid on or before the lst day of March of each year on
the amount of such Income for the year ending December 31,
next preceding;” is hereby amended to read:

“ Every such company or association shall pay to the collector
of taxes for the District of Columbla a sum of money as taxes
equal to 1% per cent of its net premium receipts from business
done in the District of Columbia, said taxes to be paid before the
1st day of March of each year on the amount of such income for
the year ending December 31, next preceding, in lieu of all other
taxes, except taxes upon real estate and any license fees provided
for in sections 654 and 655; and upon the failure of any company
to pay sald taxes before March 1, as aforesald, and license of said
company shall be revoked and a penalty of 8 per cent per month
shall be charged against said company, which, ther with said
taxes, shall be collected before sald company be allowed to
resume business.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Order of Business No.

1275, the bill (8. 5436) to amend section 653 of the Code of
Law of the District of Columbia, is indefinitely postponed.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (8. 5219) to provide funds for cooperation with
the Minnesota State Board of Control in the extension of
the Minnesota State Sanatorium at Ah-Gwah-Ching, Minn.,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill (S. 5639) providing for loans or advances by the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation for the purpose of
securing the postponement of the foreclosure of certain mort-
gages for a period of two years, and for other purposes,
was announced as next in order.

Mr. GEORGE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

The bill will be passed

AMENDMENT OF FEDERAL FARM LOAN ACT

The bill (S. 5337) to amend the Federal farm loan act, as
amended, to permit loans for additional purposes, to extend
the powers of Federal land banks in the making of direct
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loans, to authorize upon certain terms the reamortization of
loans by Federal and joint-stock land banks, and for other
purposes, was announced as next in order.

Mr. FLETCHER. Mr, President, may I ask the Senator
to withhold his objection just a moment?

Mr. SMOOT. Very well.

Mr, FLETCHER. The bill has been approved by the
Treasury Department and approved by the Federal Farm
Board and approved by the various farm organizations. I
do not know of anybody who is objecting to it. I can state
in just a moment an analysis of its provisions.

Mr. SMOOT. Upon further examination I find the bill
is not the one I thought it was. Therefore, I withdraw my
objection.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be
stated.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had been
reported from the Committee on Banking and Currency,
with amendments, on page 2, line 4, to strike out “such
association to indorse such loans,” and to insert “ the bank
to accept applications from such associations”; on page 1T,
line 11, after the word “ collateral ” to insert “if otherwise
eligible under the provisions of such sections”; on page 7,
line 15, to strike out “if said mortgage is otherwise eligible
under the provisions of said sections”; and to insert in lieu
thereof the following:

and to accept payment of the aggregate amount of such principal
on an amortization plan by means of a fixed number of annual or
semiannual installments sufficient to cover the interest payable
thereon and in addition thereto such amounts to be applied on
the prinelipal after the expiration of the period of deferment as
will extinguish the debt within an agreed period of not more
than forty years from the date of such agreement.

On page 8, line 23, to strike out as follows:

(a) To pay off consolidated farm-loan bonds issued in behalf
of sald bank as they mature.

(b) To purchase at or below par consolidated Federal farm-
loan bends.

(¢) To loan on first mortgages on farm lands within the land-
bank district, qualified under this act as collateral security for
the issue of farm-lcan bonds.

(d) To purchase United States Government bonds.

The farm-loan bonds, first mortgages, United States Govern-
ment bonds, or cash constituting the trust fund aforesald shall
be forthwith deposited with the farm-loan registrar as substituted
collaterial security in place of the sums paid on principal of the
mortgages held by him in trust—

And to insert in lieu thereof—

in the manner provided in section 22 with respect to payments
on principal of first mortgages held as collateral for farm-loan
bonds of individual banks.

So as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 7 of the Federal farm loan act,
as amended (U, 8. C., title 12, ch. 7, secs. 711-722), is amended by
adding at the end thereof the following:

“That whenever it shall appear to the Federal Farm Loan
Board that national farm-loan assoclations have not been formed
in any locality in the continental United States, or that the farm-
ers residing in the territory covered by the charter of a national
farm-loan association are unable to apply to the Federal land
bank of the district for loans on account of the inability of the
bank to accept applications from such associations, the Federal
Farm Loan Board may, in its discretion, authorize said bank to
make direct loans to borrowers secured by first mortgages on farm
lands situated within any such locality or territory. Except as
herein otherwise specifically provided, all provisions of this act
applicable with respect to loans made through national farm
loan assoclations shall, in so far as practicable, apply with respect
to such direct loans, and the Federal Farm Loan Board is au-
thorized to make such rules and regulations as it may deem
necessary with respect to such direct loans.

“The rate of interest on such direct loans may be 1% per
centum in excess of the rate of interest borne by the last pre-
ceding issue of farm-loan bonds of the Federal land bank making
such loans.

“ Each borrower who obtains a direct loan from a Federal land
bank shall subseribe and pay for stock in such bank in the sum
of $5 for each $100 or fraction thereof borrowed. Such stock shall
be held by such Federal land bank as collateral security for the
loan of the borrower and shall participate in all dividends. Upon
full payment of the loan such stock shall, if still outstanding,
be canceled at par, or, in the event that such stock shall have
become impaired, at the estimated value thereof as approved by
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the Federal Farm Loan Board, and the proceeds thereof shall be
paid to the borrower.

“Fach such borrower shall covenant in his mortgage that,
whenever there are 10 or more borrowers who have obtained from
a Federal land bank direct loans under the provisions of this
section aggregating not less than $20,000, and who reside in a
locality which may, in the opinion of the Federal Farm Loan
Board, be conveniently covered by the charter of and served by
a national farm-loan assoclation, he will unite with such other
borrowers to form a national farm-loan association. BSuch bor-
rowers shall organize the association subject to the requirements
and the conditions specified in this section, so far as the same
may be applicable, and in accordance with rules and regulations
of the Federal Farm Loan Board. As soon as the organization
of the association has been approved by ths Federal Farm Loan
Board, the stock In the Federal land bank held by each of the
members of such assoclation shall be canceled at par, and in
lieu thereof the bank shall issue in the name of the association
an equal amount of stock in sald bank, which stock shall be
held by sald bank as collateral security as provided in this sec-
tion with respect to other loans through national farm-loan as-
sociations. Thereupon there shall be issued to each such mem-
ber an amount of capital stock in the association equal to the
amount which he previously held in said bank, which stock
shall be held by said association as collateral security as pro-
vided in section 8. The board of directors of sald association
shall adopt a resolution authorizing and directing its secretary-
treasurer on behalf of said assoclation to indorse, and thereby be-
come liable for the payment of, the mortgages taken from its
charter members by the Federal land bank. When it shall ap-
pear to the satisfaction of the Federal Farm Loan Board that all
of the foregoing conditions have been complied with, and upon
the granting of the charter by the Federal Farm Loan Board,
the interest rate pald by each charter member of such associa-
tion whose loan is in good standing shall, beginning with his
next regular installment date, be reduced to the rate of interest
paid by borrowers on new loans made through national farm-loan
associatlons in the same Federal land bank district at the time
the said loan was made to such charter member.

“Initial charges to be paid by applicants for direct loans from
a Federal land bank shall not exceed amounts to be fixed by the
Federal Farm Loan Board and shall in no case exceed the charges
which may be made to applicants for loans and borrowers through
national farm-loan assoclations under the provisions of sections
11 and 13.”

Sec. 2. Paragraph fourth of section 12 of the Federal farm
loan act, as amended (U. 8. C,, title 12, ch. 7, sec. T71), is amended
to read as follows:

“Fourth. Such loans may be made for the following purposes
and for no other:

“(a) To provide for the purchase of land for agricultural

uses.
“(b) To provide for the purchase of equipment, fertilizers, and
livestock necessary for the proper and reasonable operation of the
mortgaged farm; the term ‘equipment’' to be defined by the
Federal Farm Loan Board.

“(¢) To provide buildings and for the improvement of farm
lands; the term ‘improvement ' to be defined by the Federal Farm
Loan Board.

“(d) To ligquidate indebtedness of the owner of the land mort-
gaged incurred for agricultural purposes, or incurred prior to
January 1, 1933.

“(e) To provide the owner of the land mortgaged with funds
for general agricultural uses.”

Bec. 3. Bection 13 of the Federal farm loan act, as amended
(U. 8. C,, title 12, ch. T, sec. 781), is amended by adding at the end
thereof the following new ph:

“ Eleventh. When in the judgment of the directors conditions
Justify it, and with the approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board,
to reamortize, in whole or in part, the aggregate amount remain-
ing unpaid under the terms of any mortgage, and to accept pay-
ment of such aggregate amount on an amortization plan by
means of a fixed number of annual or semiannual instaliments
sufficient to cover the interest payable on the mortgage, and in
addition thereto, such amounts to be applied upon the principal
.a5 will extinguish the debt within an agreed period of not more
than 40 years from the date of the reamortization; to deposit
such mortgage with the farm-loan registrar as collateral security
for farm-loan bonds at an amount not exceeding the principal
of the original loan remaining unpaid at the date of such re-
amortization; and with the approval of the Federal Farm Loan
Board, to charge the borrower an amount not to exceed the actual
cost incurred in connection with such reamortization.”

Sec. 4. Paragraph second of section 14 of the Federal farm loan
act, as amended (U. 8. C., title 12, ch. 7, sec. 791), is amended to
read as follows:

“Becond. To loan on first mortgage except through national
farm-loan associations as provided in section 7 and section 8
of this act, or through agents as provided in section 15, or direct
to borrowers as provided in section 7.”

8Sec. 5. The fourth paragraph of section 19 of the Federal farm
loan act, as amended (U. B. C., title 12, ch. 7, sec. 854), is amended
to read as follows:

“ No mortgage shall be accepted by a farm-loan registrar from
a land bank as part of an offering to securing farm-loan bonds,
either originally or by substitution, except first mortgages made
subject to the conditions prescribed in sections 4, 7, 12, 15, and
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16: Provided, That such registrar, when authorized and directed to
do so by the Federal Farm Loan Board, shall accept or retain in
his custody as collateral, if otherwise eligible under the provisions
of such sections, any first mortgage in connection with which the
land bank depositing the same has agreed to defer for a perlod
of not more than five years the collection of the principa por-
tion of maturing installments and to accept payment of the aggre-
gate amount of such principal on an amortization plan by means
of a fixed number of annual or semiannual installments sufficient
to cover the interest payable thereon and in addition thereto such
amounts to be applied on the principal after the expiration of
the period of deferment as will extinguish the debt within an
agreed period of not more than 40 years from the date of such
agreement.”

Skc. 6. The eleventh paragraph of section 21 of the Federal farm
loan act, as amended (U. 8. C,, title 12, ch. 7, sec. 881), is amended
by substituting in lieu thereof the following:

“ When any Federal land bank shall desire to participate in a
consolidated issue of farm-loan bonds it shall make application
to the Federal Farm Loan Board for the approval on its behalf
of such issue and fender to the registrar approved farm morigages,
or obligations of the United States Government, as security there-
for, and no banks shall participate in such consolidated issue until
such application has been approved by the Federal Farm Loan
Board. Such approved farm mortgages or obligations of the
United States Government shall be held by each farm-loan
registrar as collateral security for consolidated bonds, separate
and apart from the mortgages and/or Government bonds held by
him as collective security for the bonds previously issued or
assumed individually by the Federal land bank of his district.
Amortization and other payments on the principal of first mort-
gages held by a farm-loan registrar as collateral security for the
issue of consolidated farm-loan bonds shall constitute a trust
fund in the hands of the Federal land bank receiving the same
and shall be applied or employed in the manner provided In
section 22 with respect to payments on principal of first mort-
gages held as collateral for farm-loan bonds of individual banks,

“ Every Federal land bank shall notify the farm-loan registrar
of the disposition of all payments made on the principal of mort-
gages held as collateral security for the Issue of consolidated farm=-
loan bonds, and said registrar is authorized, at his discretion, to
order any of such payments, or the proceeds thereof, wherever
deposited or however invested, to be immediately transferred to
his account as trustee aforesaid. Each bank shall maintain with
the farm-loan registrar of its district collateral security for the
issue of consolidated farm-loan bonds in an amount at least equal
to the face amount of such bonds issued on its behalf.

“ When any Federal land bank shall surrender to the farm-loan
registrar of its district any consolidated Federal farm-loan bonds,
canceled or uncanceled, said land bank shall be entitled to with-
draw first mortgages and bonds previously pledged as collateral
in connection with any issue of consolidated farm-loan bonds
to an amount equal to the consolidated farm-loan bonds so sur-
rendered and it shall be the duty of such registrar to permit and
direct the delivery of such mortgages and bonds to such land
bank.

“The Federal Farm Loan Board may at any time call upon any
Federal land bank for additional security to protect the con-
solidated bonds issued under the provisions of this section. Each
bank shall pay when due, without notice, all bonds and coupons
issued on its behalf hereunder.

“ Every Federal land bank shall have power to exchange con-
sclidated farm-loan bends for farm-loan bonds previously issued
or assumed by it individually, with the approval of and under
rules and regulations promulgated by the Federal Farm Loan
Board."”

The amendments were agreed to.

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, in looking over the bill I
notice it involves a great many matters that are rather
important. Has it been given such consideration that we
ought to pass it?

Mr. FLETCHER. Absolutely. It was referred to a special
subcommittee of the Banking and Currency Committee and
hearings were had. It is approved by the Treasury, the
Farm Loan Board, and by various farm organizations. I
do not know of a single objection to it.

Mr. FESS. Was it reported unanimously?

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes; it was reported unanimously.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I do not rise to object, but
I would like to have the Senator from Florida indicate
briefly what the bill provides. I have not had an oppor-
tunity to examine it.

Mr. FLETCHER. The bill seeks to amend the Federal
farm loan act, as amended, so as to permit loans by Fed-
eral land banks for additional purposes, to extend the powers
of Federal land banks in the making of direct loans, to
authorize upon certain terms the reamortization of loans
by Federal and joint-stock land banks.

The first section of the bill provides that whenever it
shall appear te the Federal Farm Loan Board that national
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farm-loan associations have not been formed in any locality
in the continental United States, or that farmers residing
in the territory covered by the charter of a national farm-
loan association are unable to apply to the Federal land
bank of the district for loans on account of the inability
of such assoctation to indorse such loans, the Federal Farm
Loan Board, may, in its discretion, authorize said banks to
make direct loans to borrowers secured by first mortgages.

Another section provides for reamortization of such loans
where payments have been made for a number of years
and now they want an additional loan perhaps.

Another provision is that they may issue consolidated
bonds by all the banks, thinking they may get a lower rate
of interest.

Mr., GEORGE. Does it enlarge the powers of the Federal
land bank?

Mr. FLETCHER. No.

Mr. GEORGE. Does it give them any greater privilege
than they have now?

Mr. FLETCHER. No, except they can make individual
loans in certain instances.

Mr. GEORGE. That is permissive, as I understand it?

Mr. FLETCHER. Yes.

Mr. GEORGE. I apprehend they would not exercise the
privilege because $125,000,000 was appropriated to them at
the last session and yet the land banks have failed to make
loans to farmers.

Mr, FLETCHER. I agree with the Senator. The bill has
been thoroughly considered, and the Farm Loan Board and
the agricultural associations appealed fo us to pass the bill
to give some measure of relief.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Florida yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Florida yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It also liberalizes the pro-
visions of existing law with respect to the purposes for
which loans may be made. Is not that true?

Mr. FLETCHER. That is true. The matter has been
thoroughly examined, and there is no objection to the bill,
It is a Senate bill and must go to the House. The House
will have a chance to act on it next Monday if we pass it
now. I hope the Senator will allow it to be passed.

Mr. GEORGE. I am not objecting to the bill, but I can
not vote to enlarge the powers of the Federal land banks
on the theory that they are going to be of assistance to
the farmer. I well recall that we appropriated $125,000,000
to the Federal land banks and they used it primarily for
the benefit of themselves or the bondholders. I am not
interested in giving them further power. This bill seems fo
me to be in the interest of the borrower if the land bank
would exercise the additional power which is given. I am
concerned only that further extension of power to the Fed-
eral land banks be not granted.

Mr. FLETCHER. It does not do that.

Mr. LONG, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Florida yield to the Senator from Louisiana?

Mr. FLETCHER. I yield.

Mr. LONG. I would like to have the attention of the
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Georcel. I understand that
there were floated several million dollars last year for these
Federal land banks, which ostensibly was for the purpose of
easing collections against the farmers, but that a large part
of that money was used to buy in some of their own un-
matured bonds at depreciated prices. I have that infor-
" mation.

Mr. FLETCHER. "I think the Senator is referring to the
joint-stock land banks.

Mr. GEORGE. The Senator has in mind the joint-stock
land banks.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The joint-stock land banks
did not receive any assistance from the Federal Government.
st:;r.mNG. It was the Federal land banks in this in-

ce.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The appropriations that
were made were $25,000,000 for extensions and $100,000,000,
as I remember, for additional capitalization with a view of
making new loans. I do not think if is accurate to say that
they did not make extensions. They did make a great many
extensions.

Mr. FLETCHER. Undoubtedly, and they made some new
loans, too.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas., They made few new loans,
comparatively speaking.

Mr. GEORGE. They made so few that the appropria-
tion turned out to be a grant merely for the benefit of the
bondholders.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It was confined to the Fed-
eral land banks and did not extend to the joint-stock land
banks.

Mr, GEORGE. The joint-stock land banks were not the
beneficiaries of the appropriation made at the last session
of Congress.

Mr. LONG. I have a telegram this morning from a
banker in Lafayette, La., who says that for the Federal
land bank of the New Orleans district there was allotted
$12,000,000 for the purpose of granting relief to the farmers;
that was the share of that district of the money appro-
priated. I have not looked it up to see just how accurate
it is, but instead of making this kind of extensions to the
farmers, they had taken a great deal of this money and
bought up their own unmatured bonds at depreciated prices,
which they now could buy for much less. That is the infor-
mation coming to me directly.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think the Senator’s correspondent is
in error. They have not bought up their unmatured bonds
at all.

Mr. LONG. I checked that up with another Member of
the Senate who has checked it up, the Senator from Mis-
sissippi, and he informed me that according fo his under-
standing that was true; that they had been doing that.

Mr. FLETCHER. I think the Senator is mistaken about
that. This has nothing to do with what he has in mind.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall
the bill be ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed?

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

Mr. FLETCHER. I ask unanimous consent to have in-
serted in the REcorp an analysis of the bill and also a letter
from Mr. Chester H. Gray.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
so ordered.

The analysis and letter are as follows:

ANALYSIS OF BILL 5. 5337

The bill seeks to amend the Federal farm loan act, as amended,
s0 as to permit loans by Federal land banks for additional pur-
poses, to extend the powers of Federal land banks in the making
of direct loans, to authorize upon certain terms the reamortiza-
tion of loans by Federal and joint-stock land banks, and *for
other purposes.”

The first section of the bill would provide that whenever it
should appear to the Federal Farm Loan Board that national farm-
loan associations have not been formed in any locality in the
continental United States, or that farmers residing in the territory
covered by the charter of a national farm-loan association are
unable to apply to the Federal land bank of the district for loans
on account of the inability of such association to indorse such
loans, the Federal Farm Loan Board may, in its discretion, author-
ize sald bank to make direct loans to borrowers secured by first
mortgages. With certain exceptions mentioned in the bill, these
direct loans would be made in accordance with the provisions of
the farm loan act applicable to loans made through national
farm-loan associations. The rate of interest pald by borrowers
would, under the terms of the bill, be 1}, per cent in excess
of the rate borne by the last preceding issue of farm-loan bonds
of the Federal land bank the loans.

Each borrower who would obtaln a direct loan from a Federal
land bank would be required to subscribe to the stock of the
bank in the sum of §5 for each 8100 or fraction thereof borrowed.
tThhml stock would be held by the bank as collateral security for

e loan.

The bill would also require each borrower to covenant in his
mortgage that, whenever 10 or more borrowers who have obtained
from a Federal land bank direct loans aggregating not less than
£20,000, and who reside in a locality which may, in the opinion
of the Federal Farm Loan Board, be conveniently covered by the

Without objection, it is
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charter of and served by a national farm-loan association, he
would unite with such other borrower to form a national farm-
loan association. The section would provide also that as soon
as the organization of the assocliation had been approved by the
Federal Farm Loan Board, the stock in the Federal land bank
held by each of the members would be canceled at par, and in
lieu thereof such members would receive an equal amount of
stock in the association; and that, upon the granting of the
charter by the Federal Farm Loan Board, the interest rate paid
by each charter member of the association whose loan is in good
standing must, beginning with his next regular installment date,
“be reduced to the rate of interest paid by borrowers on new
loans made through national farm-loan associations in the same
Federal land bank district at the time the said loan was made
to such charter member."”

Under the terms of the proposed bill, charges to be paid by
applicants for direct loans from a Federal land bank must not
exceed amounts to be fixed by the Federal Farm Loan Board and
must in no case exceed the charges which may be made against
applicants for loans and borrowers through national farm-loan
associations.

The enactment of this provision would permit the Federal land
banks to extend credit to many deserving borrowers residing in
various sections of the United States. At present these borrowers
are unable to obtain loans through the national farm-loan asso-
ciations serving these localities due to the financial difficulties
in which the associations find themselves. In some instances situ-
ations of this character have been met by extending the territory
of other associations in good financial condition or through the
formation of new associations. There are, however, many locali-
ties in which neither of these methods can be followed. There-
fore, in order to preserve the cooperative features of the Federal
land bank system it would seem to be desirable to permit the
Enm?mw make direct loans only under the conditions stated in

e 7

Section 2 would amend section 12 of the Federal farm loan act
by removing some of the restrictions with respeet to the purposes
for which loans may be made by Federal land banks. At present
section 12 of the act provides that no loans shall be made by a

 Federal land bank to liquidate indebtedness of the owner of the

land mortgage-incurred proir to January 1, 1922. The proposed
amendment to section 12 would permit the banks to make loans
to liquidate indebtedness incurred prior to January 1, 1933, and
to make loans to provide the owner of the land mortgaged with
funds for general agricultural uses. If the amendment is adopted,
it will permit the banks to make loans to a number of deserving
borrowers who are not eligible to borrow under the present law
and are now unable to obtain funds from other sources to carry
on their n operations.

Section 3 would amend section 13 of the act by adding at the
end thereof a new provision which would permit the banks, with
ithe approval of the Federal Farm Loan Board, to reamortize, in
whole or in part, the aggregate amount remaining unpaid under
the terms of any mortgage and to accept payment of such amount
over an agreed period of not more than 40 years from the date
of the reamortization. This amendment w serve & Very use-
ful purpose. At present the banks hold a great many mortgages
in connection with which they have been obliged to pay taxes
on the property and premiums on fire-insurance policies covering
the insurable improvements thereon. Many of these mortgages
also have an accumulation of delinquent installments. Due to the
existence of junior liens on the property and for other reasons it
is not possible in & number of cases to refinance the borrower's
indebtedness by making him a new loan. In order to permit such
borrowers to retain their homes it is necessary to spread out the
payment of their accumulated indebtedness over a considerable
period of time and to reduce, if possible, the amount of their
semiannual installments required by their mortgages. Ordinarily,
In order to afford any substantial relief to borrowers under such
circumstances, it would be necessary for the banks to extend the
time of payment beyond the original life of the loan. Extensions
of this character would be permitted under the proposed
amendment.

In every case where a reamortization agreement of this char-
acter is made varying the terms of an existing mortgage it would
be necessary, of course, for the bank to obtain an opinion of its
counsel stating that the agreement had not affected the priority
of the mortgage; that the mortgage would continue to be a valid
first lien and that the agreement would be valid and binding on
all parties. In most States the extension of the original maturity
date of amounts due under the terms of a mortgage does not
affect its status as a first lien.

Section 6 would amend section 19 of the Federal farm loan act
50 as to permit a Federal land bank to defer, over a period of not
more than five years, the collection of the principal portion of the
maturing installments of its mortgages without affecting their
eligibility as collateral for farm-locan bonds. Under the provi-
gions of the farm loan act the banks undoubtedly have the power
to waive the collection of principal payments where conditions
justify such action, On the other hand, the law requires that
loans made by Federal land banks shall be repald on an amortiza-
tion plan * by means of a fixed number of annual or semiannual

ents ” as will extinguish the debt within an agreed period
of not less than 6 or more than 40 years. In view of this
provision it is felt that, if a bank should agree to defer the col-
lection of the principal portion of maturing installments over a
period of years, the eligibility of the mortgage as collateral for
bonds might be affected. By permitting the banks fo defer prin-
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cipal payments and at the same time not affect the eligibility
of the mortgages as collateral many borrowers would be per-
mitted to reduce the amount of their installment payments dur-
ing this period of disastrously low commodity prices. The follow-
ing figures will show the extent of relief which this plan would
provide under various circumstances:

Total Principal portion
Number | 8mount Interest | ©f next installment
of install.| ©fnext | portion
paid | pnctall- | ment | Amount ?n! stmamll»
ment ment
0 (0] (3) (O] (5) (6)
Loan of $10,000 on standard plan
ﬁu;tlxll:em[n staat 6 perbmm
pay: years by i
annual installments:
S e e S 10 | $330.00 | $282.B0 | $67.20 19.2
10.. 20 350.00 250, 60 90,31 25.8
L L Crd e Ll L 30 350.00 228.64 121. 36 M7
Loan of $10,000 on standard plan
i et .0
repayable years by
gemiannual immﬁmmtﬂ:
[ AR LRI Ut 10| 325.00| 250.42 65. 58 20,2
10 20 325.00 238, 98 86.02 26.5
| S s e g 30 325.00 21217 112.83 M7
Loan of $10,000 on standard plan
with y:giemsi; atsg}ﬁ per oeg:t
repayable years by
semiannual installments:
10 415.40 2124 184.16 4.3
20 415.40 173.85 241. 56 58,1
15 30 415.40 o8, 57 316,83 76.3
Loan of $10,000 on standard
R ropeyable In 30 yars vy
cent repays years by
semiannual installments:
b 10 300.00 230.00 64.00 2.3
10 20 300.00 218.07 81.63 27.3
R o e s 30 300. 00 195.12 104, 88 35.0
Loan of $10,000 on Bpringfield
R e
cent repayable years by
semmiannual installments:
5 10| 383.75| 283.75 150.00 30.1
20 342. 50 182, 50 150. 00 43.8
15 30 30L. 25 15L. 25 150, 4.8
Loan of $10,000 on Springfield
plan with interest at 514 per
cent repayable in 20 years by
semiannual installments:
........................... 10 458, 25 208. 25 250. 00 5.8
10. 20 3RT7. 137. 50 250. 00 64.5
SR A e S e LY 30 318.75 08.75 250. 00 m.4

It will be seen from the foregoing figures that in the case of the
loan of $10,000 bearing 6 per cent interest and repayable in 33
years by semiannual installments and has been in existence for a
period of 5 years, by walving the collection of principal the bor-
rower's installment would be reduced 19.2 per cent. If the loan
had run for 10 years, a 25.8 per cent saving would be effecfed.
If the loan was 15 years old, the saving would amount to 34.7
per cent.

A general average of the relative extent of relief which would be
afforded by this plan is furnished by payment of the principal of
delinquent installments and total delinquent installments as of
October 31, 1932. The principal portion of delinquent installments
of the 12 Federal land banks represented 27.2 per cent of their
total delinquencies. On the average therefor the plan would pro-
vide relief to the extent of 27.2 per cent of present installment
payments. It would not be possible, of course, for the banks to
announce a general policy of waiving principal payments on their
m:?t-a Each case would have to be considered on its individual
m 5

Section 6 proposes certain amendments to the provisions of the
act with respect to the issuance of consolidated bonds. These
amendments are in the main intended merely to clarify the present
procedure provided in the law. However, the last paragraph of the
section is nmew and would permit the Federal land banks to ex-
change consolidated bonds for bonds previously issued by them
individually, Consolidated bonds would be the joint and several
obligations of all of the 12 Federal land banks. It is the opinion
of some of those who have made a close study of the situation
that it might be possible for the banks to refinance their high-
rate bonds through the issuance of lower-rate consolidated bonds.
On September 30, 1932, the banks had outstanding in excess of
$160,000,000 of 5 per cent bonds. On the same date they had out-
standing in excess of $131,000,000 of 4.75 bonds. If the banks are
enabled to refinance these high-rate bonds through the issuance
of lower-rate consolidated bonds, the saving thus effected would
inure to the benefit of the borrowers.

WasHINGTON, D. C., February 21, 1933.
Senator DuncaN U. FLETCHER,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D, C.
My Dear SenaToR FLETcHER: I am glad to know that your meas-
ure, 8. 5337, has beeni reported to the Senate by the Banking and
Currency Committee of the Senate.
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The American Farm Bureau Federation ordinarily in times past
has not been in favor of direct loans in the farm-loan system, but
as this proposition is set up in your measure, requiring each bor-
rower to take stock in the system and to form a new national
farm-loan assoclation under certain conditions, it seems to remove
any opposition to direct loans which farmers might have expressed.

What we are most desirous of accomplishing in these times of
great need for more elastic credit facilities is to reach out to the
individual farmer who needs better treatment in regard to his
farm mortgages. This seems to be well handled in your
measure and does not sacrifice the cooperative or mutual aspects of
the Federal farm loan act, as originally designed by iis writers
years ago.

Trusting you can get action upon this measure in the near
future, and with highest personal regards, I am,

Very truly yours,
AmEricaAN FarMm BUREAU FEDERATION,
Cuester H. Gray,
Washington Representative.

COLLECTION OF JUDGMENTS AGAINST PAN AMERICAN PETROLEUM CO.

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 253) authorizing the Attorney General, with the
concurrence of the Secretary of the Navy, to release claims
of the United States upon certain assets of the Pan American
Petroleum Co. and the Richfield Oil Co. of California and
others in connection with collections upon a certain judg-
ment in favor of the United States against the Pan American
Petroleum Co. heretofore duly entered, which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Public Lands with an amend-
ment, on page 2, line 11, after the words “ sum of,” to strike
out the word * approximalely,” so as to make the joint
resolution read:

Resolved, ete., That the Attorney General of the United States,
with the concurrence of the Secretary of the Navy, be, and he is
hereby, authorized, in connection with collection of amounts due
the United States of America under a certain ju t for
$9,277,666.17 enfered in the office of the clerk of the District
Court of the United States for the Southern District of California
at Los Angeles on January 14, 10833, against the Pan American
Petroleum Co., & corporation, to release from claim or lien under
sald judgment such part or portions of the property and assets
of the said Pan American Petroleum Co. and the Richfield Oil
Co. of California, in such manner and with such reservations as
shall seem to him proper and advisable, in consideration of pay-
ments to the United States to apply upon said judgment, of not
less than the sum of $5,000,000, and in connection therewith to
release any claims of the United States against purchasers of oil
and petroleum products from the leases commonly known as " E,”
“I"” and “ G " leases, or also known as Visalia 010042, 010043, and
010097 leases in naval petroleum reserve No. 1, Eern County,
Calif., and to consent, in the premises, to the assignment of other
oil and gas leases in said naval petroleum reserve No. 1, now part
of the unm assets of Pan American Petroleum Co., with
the concurrence of the Secretary of the Navy and to the assign-
ment of other oil and gas leases, also part of the unmortgaged
assets of Pan American Petroleum Co., of the United States outside
the said naval pefroleum reserve No. 1, with the consent of the
Secretary of the Interior, sald assignments to be authorized only
to assignees otherwise duly qualified under existing laws.

The amendment was agreed to.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5609) to amend the emergency relief and
construction act of 1932 was announced as next in order.
Mr. KING. As I understand the subject matter of that
bill has been disposed of, and I ask that it go over. ]
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.
HARVEY COLLINS

The bill (H. R. 2213) for the relief of Harvey Collins was
announced as next in order,

Mr. EING. Over.

Mr, McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
his objection for a moment?

Mr. KING. I withhold it.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I am not a member of the
Naval Affairs Committee, but the Senator from Maryland
[Mr. GorpssoroucH], who is unavoidably absent, is very
much interested in the bill. I have had time only hastily
to read the bill, but I am impressed with its merit, and I
hope the Senator from Utah will permit it fo receive con-
sideration at this time.
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Mr. KING. Mr. President, I find the Secretary of the
Navy, Mr. Adams, has recommended against the bill. I
have read the report, and it seems to me that there is
scarcely sufficient reason to justify the measure; and, in
view of the recommendation against it, I suggest that it be
passed over, and we may take it up later.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

BILLS PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 9231) for the relief of George Occhionero
was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

The bill (H. R. 6292) to prevent professional prize fighting
and to authorize amateur boxing in the District of Colum-
bia, and for other purposes, was announced as next in order.

SEVERAL SENATORS. Over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer.

The bill (H. R. 11504) authorizing the sale of certain
Government property in the District of Columbia was an-
nounced as next in order.

Mr. McEKELLAR. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

The bill will be passed

DR. M. M. BRAYSHAW

The bill (H. R. 3607) for the relief of Dr. M. M. Brayshaw
was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby
authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treasury
not otherwise ap}:mpristed, to Dr. M. M. Brayshaw, Loma Linda,
Calif,, the sum of £210 in full settlement of all claims for profes-
sional service, hospital care, nursing, medicines, etc., furnished
in 1927 and 1928 to Charles Dixon, a civilian prisoner of the United
States Marine Corps Detachment at El Callo, Nicaragua: Provided,
That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by
any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services
rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for
any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collec¢t, with-
hold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered
in connection with said claim, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person viclating the provisions of this act
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 2872) for the relief of the Dongji Invest-
ment Co. (Ltd.) was announced as next in order.

Mr. McKELLAR. I think a similar Senate bill was passed
over a while ago, and I will ask that this bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

Mr. LOGAN subsequently said: Mr. President, I should
like to ask the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKeLLaAR]
to permit us to return to Order of Business No. 1331, being
House bill 2872. I do not feel that there is any reason why
anyone should object to that measure, and I think it ought
to be passed.

Mr. McKELLAR. In view of the explanation made by the
Senator from Kentucky, I will be glad to withdraw the
objection. |

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to re-
turning to Calendar No. 1331 and considering the bill at
this time?

There being no objection, the bill (H. R. 2872) for the
relief of the Dongji Investment Co. (Ltd.) was read, consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Dongji Investment Co. (Lid.), an
Hawaiian corporation, under the laws of the Territory
of Hawsail, be, and it 1s hereby, released from any and all claims
for damages, in excess of the amount of the performance bond
given by such company, which the United States of America may
have against it arising out of its breach of contract No. N311S—

2830, dated March 18, 1929, by and between the Dongji Invest-
ment Co. (Ltd.) and the United States of America.
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MAJ. L. D. WORSHAM

The bill (H. R, 3905) for the relief of Maj. L. D Worsham
was read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $1,500, in
full settlement of all claims against the Government of the United
States, to Maj. L. D, Worsham for moneys deducted from his salary
on account of loss of funds in the disbursing account, Corps of
Engineers, War Department, September 14, 1828: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10
per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services
rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for
any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, with-
hold, or recelve any sum of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered in
connection with sald claim, any contract to the contrary notwith-
standing. Any person violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

FIRST NATIONAL BANK, JUNCTION CITY, ARK.

The bill (H. R. 8216) for the relief of the First National
Bank of Junction City, Ark., was read, considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $654.17, to
the First National Bank of Junction City, Ark., in full settlement
against the Government for money that was paid to Joe F. Tullis,
who was postmaster at Upland, Union County, Ark., on post-ofiice
money orders deposited at said First National Bank of Junction
City at different times and for different amounts, aggregating
$654.17, which money orders were cashed by said bank, and which
had been fraudulently issued by the postmaster without the
knowledge of sald bank that they were fraudulent. All of said
money orders were paid by the Government and the money was
subsequently refunded by sald bank: Provided, That no part of
the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent
thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or
agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered in
connection with said claim. If shall be unlawful for any agent
or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or
receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act In excess
of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with said claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstand-
ing. person violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall
be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

LAURA J. CLARKE

The hill (H. R. 8800) for the relief of Laura J. Clarke was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to Laura J. Clarke, out
of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the
sum of $3,500, in full settlement of all claims for injuries sus-
talned by reason of the explosion of munitions at the naval am-
munition depot at Lake Denmark, N. J., in 1926: Provided, That no
part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per
cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or recelived by any agent
or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered
in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent
or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or
receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act in excess
of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with said claim, any contract to the contrary notwithstand-
ing, Any person violating the provisions of this act shall be
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof
shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000.

EMILY ADDISON

The bill (H. R. 9336) for the relief of Emily Addison was
read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That there is hereby appropriated, and the
Becretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and directed to
pay, out of any money in the United States Treasury not other-
wise appropriated, the sum of 1,500 to Emily Addison in full for
all claims she may have against the Government on account of
injuries received by her on the 14th day of August, 1919, by
being struck by a falling airplane, then and there owned and
operated by the Government of the United States: Provided, That
no part of the amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10
per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or received by any
agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account of services
rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be unlawful for
any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exacs, collect, with-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

FEBRUARY 25

hold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated in this act
in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of services rendered
in connection with said claim, any contract to the contrary not-
withstanding. Any person violating the provisions of this act
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and upon conviction
thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding $1,000..

MERCHANTS AND FARMERS BANK, JUNCTION CITY, ARK.

The bill (H. R. 9476) for the relief of the Merchants &
Farmers Bank, Junction City, Ark., was read, considered,
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $3,044.99 to
the Merchants & Farmers Bank, of Junction City, Ark., in full
settlement against the Government for money that was paid to
Joe F. Tullis, who was at Upland, Union County, Ark.,
on post-office money orders deposited in sald Merchants & Farmers
Bank at different times and for different amounts, aggregating
$3,044.99, which money orders were cashed by said bank, and
which had been fraudulently issued by the postmaster without the
knowledge of said bank that they were fraudulent. All of said
money orders were paid by the Government and the money was
subsequently refunded by sald bank: Provided, That no part of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof
shall be paid or delivered to or received by any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, on account of services rendered in connec-
tion with said claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents,
attorney or attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any
sum of the amount appropriated in this act In excess of 10 per
cent thereof on account of services rendered in connection with
said clalm, any contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any
person violating the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty
of a misdemeanor and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in
any sum not exceeding $1,000.

GEORGE ROGERS CLARK MEMORIAL AT VINCENNES, IND.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5625) au-
thorizing an appropriation to provide for the completion of
the George Rogers Clark Memorial at Vincennes, Ind., which
had been reported from the Committee on the Library with
an amendment, on page 2, line 5, after the word “ resolu-
tion,” to insert “ as amended by section 2 of the act approved
February 28, 1931,” so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby authorized to be appro=-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $250,000, or so much thereof as may be neces-
sary, for the completion of the memorial authorized by section 2
of the jolnt resolution approved May 23, 1928, to be erected at or
near the site of Fort Sackville, in the city of Vincennes, Ind., in
commemoration of the winning of the old Northwest and the
achievements of George Rogers Clark and his assoclates in the
War of the American Revolution. Such sums as may be appro-
priated pursuant to the provisions hereof shall be expended by the
George Rogers Clark Sesquicentennial Commission in the manner
provided in section 2 of such joint resolution as amended by
section 2 of the act approved February 28, 1931.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from Ohio
explain why it is necessary to spend that large amount at
this time?

Mr. FESS. Mr. President, the construction of the me-
morial is nearing completion, but it can not be completed
within the present year, and it is necessary to add the
amount which the Senate originally provided and which was
omitted by the House, From the beginning the Senate, with-
out opposition, but unanimously, authorized the full amount,
but each time the matter was considered by the House it
cut off a portion of the appropriation on the ground that
there should be appropriated only enough to keep construc-
tion going. It will require the amount of money provided
in the bill now before us. It is not in addition to the
amount the Senate authorized to complete the work, and
it is quite important that the bill should be passed, because
we can not allow the memorial to remain uncompleted.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

FREMONT NATIONAL FOREST

The bill (S. 3009) to extend the boundaries of the Fre-
mont National Forest was read, considered, ordered to be gn-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That any lands which are in private owner-
ship within 6 miles of the boundaries of the Fremont National



1933

Forest, Oreg., which are found by the Secretary of Agriculture to
be chiefly valuable for national-forest purposes may be offered in
exchange under the provisions of the act of March 20, 1922 (42
Stat. 465), and acceptance of title shall become of
the Fremont National Forest. Lands in public ownership within 6
miles of the boundaries of the Fremont National Forest and found

by the Secretary of Agriculture to be chiefly valuable for national-

forest purposes may be added to the Fremont National Forest by
proclamation of the President, subject to any valid existing claims,

Mr. KING. Mr. President, may I inquire of the Senator
from Oregon if this bill merely proposes to make an exchange
for land outside the forest?

Mr. McNARY. This is a department bill. It provides for
the exchange of privately owned land for Government land
within 6 miles of the exterior boundaries of the national
forest. It is proposed in the interest of fire protection and
the better administration of the national forest.

Mr. KING. Isuppose if any additional expense is required
it will come out of the general fund for the acquisition of
land?

Mr. McNARY. The hill does not contemplate any ex-
penditure. It follows the general act of 1922 and applies it,
as must be done, to each specific unit in the national forest.
This one happens to be in the southern part of my own
State.

Mr. MCKELLAR. The bill will not require an additional

appropriation?

Mr. McNARY. Not at all.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 13853) to authorize the merger of the
Georgetown Gaslight Co. with and into Washington Gas
Light Co., and for other purposes, was announced as next
in order.

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President, on behalf of my colleague
[Mr. HoweLr], who is detained from the Senate on account
of illness, I ask that that bill go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

ANNUAL STATEMENTS OF PUBLISHERS

The bill (H. R. 11270) to amend section 2 of the act enti-
tled “An act making appropriations for the service of the
Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1913, and for other purposes,” was announced as next in
order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I will in-
quire what is the nature of that bill?

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, it is a measure that changes
existing law so that the owners of publications entered as
second-class matter shall file with the Post Office Depart-
ment an annual statement instead of a semiannual state-
ment as at present. Then an amendment is proposed mak-
ing the filing date October 1 instead of July 1. That is for
the benefit of newspapers which are required to include a
statement as to circulation. The figures as to circulation
are now prepared as of October 1, and it is believed that the
work of preparing such annual statemenfs in newspaper
offices would be simplified if the statements were filed on
that date.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I inquire if that bill has been
recommended by the department?

Mr. ODDIE. It has been recommended by the depart-
ment,

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President—

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Nevada yield to the Senator from Arizona?

Mr. ODDIE. I yield.

Mr. ASHURST. I have no objection, provided the bill
does not apply to weekly newspapers. .

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I think it does.

Mr. ODDIE. It refers to all publications entering the mail
as second-class matter.

Mr. ASHURST. I object if it applies to weekly news-
papers. I do not wish to object otherwise.

Mr. EING. Let the bill go over.
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to
the Senator from Arizona that second-class mail matter
includes all periodicals weekly, daily, semimonthly and
monthly; second class includes them all.

Mr. ODDIE. I will state to the Senator from Arizona that
that bill, as I understand, proposes a change which will be
for the convenience of the publishers of the country and will
save them a duplication of effort and considerable money.
It will enable them to file a report once a year instead of
twice a year.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I am heartily in sym-
pathy with the general purpose of the bill, but I move to
amend by inserting the following proviso:

Provided, however, That this act shall not apply to weekly
newspapers,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, I think that
1s the very class of publications at which it is principally
directed. I believe the bill had better go over so that a little
opportunity may be afforded to study it.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from
Arizona wish a vote on his amendment?

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, I think that a bill which
would require weekly newspapers to make returns as fo
their circulation would notf, without further investigation,
be fair. I will look into the bill, and the nexi time calendar
is called probably I shall be perfectly willing to withdraw
the objection.

Mr. MOSES. Mr, President, while the Senator is doing
that, may I say to him that the language which the Sen-
ator proposes in his amendment providing that the provi-
sions of this bill shall not apply to weekly newspapers——

Mr. ASHURST. I did not hear the Senator and I know
that is my loss.

Mr. MOSES. I am sorry that I have a cold. The fact is
that there are many weekly newspapers having a national
circulation which runs up into the hundreds of thousands,
or even millions, in case of one or two of them.

Mr. ASHURST. Yes.

Mr. MOSES. And I am sure those are not the periodicals
the Senator is seeking to benefit by his amendment. The
Senator, I assume, is seeking to make it easier or more
beneficial by this legislation for the small country weekly.

Mr. ASHURST. That is what I have in mind.

Mr. MOSES. Therefore, if the Senator is going to study
the bill with a view to offering an amendment the next time
the calendar is called, which I understand is to be on Mon-
day, I offer him this suggestion in order that the language
which he will propose in his amendment will not be such as
to do the thing I have indicated.

Mr. ASHURST. I regard the Senator from New Hamp-
shire as an expert in matters with respect to newspaper
publications, and I am inclined to take his view; but let the
bill go over a few moments, until I can have an opporfunity
to look into it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
chair), The bill will be passed over.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, the present
law, as I remember, requires this information to be filed,
and I think it properly should do so. The change is that
under the existing law the filings must be semiannual,
whereas under the proposed change in the law, under the
pending bill, the filings may be annual.

Mr. MOSES. Yes; and, if the Senator will permit me,
it changes the month in which the filing shall be made.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes; the time of filing
does not conform to the fiscal year,

Mr, MOSES. No; that is true.

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. P.resident, I will withdraw the objec-
tion.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator withdraws his
objection.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had
been reported from the Committee on Post Offices and Post
Roads with an amendment, on page 2, line 5, after the words

VanpEnBErGc in the
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“ day of ” to strike out “ July ” and insert “ October,” so as
to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the second paragraph of section 2 of
the act entitled “An act making appropriations for the service
of the Post Office Department for the fiscal year ending June 30,
1913, and for other purposes,” approved August 24, 1912 (37 Stat.
?ﬁg; U. S. C., title 89, secs. 233 and 234), is amended to read as
ollows:

“That it shall be the duty of the editor, publisher, business
manager, or owner of every newspaper, magazine, periodical, or
other publication to file with the Postmaster General and the
postmaster at the office at which said publication is entered, not
later than the 1st day of October of each year, on blanks fur-
nished by the Post Office Department, a sworn statement setting
forth the names and post-office addresses of the editor and
managing editor, publisher, business managers, and owners, and,
in addition, the stockholders, if the publication be owned by a
corporation; and also the names of known bondholders, mort-
gagees, or other security holders; and also, in the case of daily
newspapers, there shall be included in such statement the average
of the number of copies of each issue of such publication sold or
distributed to pald subscribers during the preceding 12 months:
Provided, That the provisions of this paragraph shall not apply
to religious, fraternal, temperance, and scientific, or other similar
publications: Provided further, That it shall not be necessary to
include in such statement the names of persons owning less than
1 per cent of the total amount of stock, bonds, m es, or
other securities. A copy of such sworn statement shall be pub-
lished in the second issue of such newspaper, magazine, or other
publication printed next after the filing of such statement. Any
such publication shall be denied the privileges of the mail if it
shall fail to comply with the provisions of this paragraph within
10 days after notice by registered letter of such failure. That
all editorial or other reading matter published in any such news-
paper, magazine, or periodical for the publication of which money
or other valuable consideration is pald, accepted, or promised
shall be plainly marked °‘advertisement.”’ Any editor or pub-
lisher printing editorial or other reading matter for which com-
pensation is paid, accepted, or promised without so marking the
same, shall upon conviction in any court having jurisdiction be
fined not less than $50 nor more than $500."

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

R. S. HOWARD CO. (INC.)

Mr. KING. Mr. President, a few moments ago Senate
bill 4326, Order of Business No. 1260, was called, and I
objected to its consideration. Since the objection I have
had placed in my hands a memorandum showing that the
Supreme Court of the United States reversed the lower court
with respect to a case involving the same legal principles.
Therefore, under that ruling, the claim would be a just
claim. I withdraw my objection and suggest that we recur
to that bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the Sen-
ate will recur to Senate bill 4326, which will be read.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 4326) for
the relief of R. S. Howard Co. (Inc.), which had been re-
ported from the Committee on Claims with an amendment,
on page 1, line 5, after the words “sum of,” fo strike out
“$32,827.51" and insert “$20,827.51,” so as to make the
bill read: -

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he
is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,827.51 to
R. 8. Howard Co. (Inc.), of New York City, as Just compensation
and in full settlement and satisfaction of the damages and/or
losses Incurred and suffered by it in complying with United States
Navy order No. N-3255, dated June 18, 1918.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 964) authorizing and directing the Secretary
of Agriculture to investigate all phases of taxation in rela-
tion to agriculture was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed over.

SALE OF SURPLUS COAL

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution
(S. J. Res. 255) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to
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sell surplus coal at nominal prices for distribution to the
needy, which was read, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby author-
ized, under such regulations as he may p:Zscﬂbe. Eg sell, at
nominal prices, to charitable organizations, to States
and subdivisions thereof, and to municlipalities such excess coal
that is not needed as a war reserve, and as may be available and
required, for distribution to the needy: Provided, That such coal

shall be sold only after agreement by the purchaser that it shall
not be resold but shall be given absolutely free to the needy:
Provided further, That such coal, as far as practicable, snall be

allotted proportionately among communities reasonably available
therefor.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator
from California [Mr. Jornson], who introduced the joint
resolution, a question regarding it. In view of the fact
that the coal alleged to be unnecessary is located in two
places only, how will it be distributed to those parts of the
United States where coal is needed? At San Diego not
much coal is needed.

Mr. JOHNSON. True.

Mr. KING. And if this is for the purpose of helping the
needy, how will the coal be distributed?

Mr. JOHNSON. That is the only purpose of the joint
recolution. It would be distributed, of course, to those who
‘could be reached readily.

It happens that this is a measure that was brought to me
by Congressman CLARENCE Lea, of California, in whose dis-
trict a very large part of this coal is situated. The coal
that he seeks to have distributed to the needy is coal which
has been stored in the open air for 10 years and unused, and
the Navy Department has assented to the measure.

Mr. KING. I merely want to make the observation that
at nearly every session—in fact, several times each session—
we have bills authorizing the giving away or distribution of
unused properties and commodities in the hands of the Army
and the Navy, showing that they purchase improvidently,
spend millions unnecessarily, and then come and ask permis-
sion to give away the commodities.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed.

QUARTERLY PAYMENT OF TAXES IN THE DISTRICT

The bill (H. R. 14392) to authorize the payment of taxes
and assessments on family dwelling houses in the District of
Columbia in quarterly installments, and for other purposes,
was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That each fiscal year, commencing with the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, the asscssor of the District of
Columbia shall send to the owner of each family dwelling house
occupied by such owner upon written application therefor an
itemized statement of the taxes payable with respect to such
dwelling house not less than 30 days prior to the time when the
first installment of real-estate taxes for such fiscal year becomes
due and payable. Such statement shall include all real-estate
taxes which are due and payable in such fiscal year and all in-
stallments of special assessments which have been levied, charged,
or assessed prior to, and are due and payable in, such fiscal year,
with respect to the famlly dwelling house occupied by the owner.
Buch taxes and assessments shall be payable, at the election of
the taxpayer, in four equal installments, in the months of Septem-
ber, December, March, and June, and no interest shall be payable
with respect to any such installment unless it is unpald after
the time it is due. Any real-estate tax or special assessment or
any installment thereof with respect to any family dwelling house
occupled by the owner thereof not included in such statement
shall not be due or payable during the fiscal year for which the
statement is sent; and any such tax or assessment or any install-
ment thereof otherwise chargeable, assessable, or payable during
such fiscal year shall be included in the statement for the next
succeeding flscal year.

SECc. 2. The collector of taxes of the District of Columbia shall
extend the time for the payment of real-estate taxes and special
assessments payable after January 1, 1933, on any family dwelling
house occupied by the owner thereof, or any installment of such
taxes or assessments, for not more than 90 days, if written appli-
cation for such extension is filed with the collector before such
taxes or installment thereof are due. Such extension shall be
granted only if, in the judgment of the collector of taxes, satis-
factory evidence is presented by the owner that, through unem-
ployment or other emergency, the owner is unable to make such
payment. No such application shall be granted unless the appli-
cation is accompanied by the payment, to the collector, of interest
at the rate of 6 per cent per annum on the amount of the taxes
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or assessments or Installments thereof for the time of the ex-
tension applied for. In any case in which the amount of the tax
or assessment or installment due is paid prior to the expiration
of the period of the extension there shall be deducted from the
amount payable an amount equal to such part of the interest
payable with respect thereto as represents the unexpired portion of
the period of the extension.

Skc. 3. After the date of enactment of this act no family dwell-
ing house occupied by the owner thereof shall be sold for delin-
quent personal or real-estate taxes or special assessments unless
notice has been personally served upon such owner or sent by
Tegistered mail, addressed to him at such dwelling house, not less
than 30 days prior to the date of such sale.

Sec. 4. No sale for delinquent personal or real-estate taxes or
special assessments with respect to a family dwelling house owned
by the occupier thereof shall be valid if such sale is in consequence
of an error or omission in the computation of the amount of taxes
due thereon.

Sec. 5. In the case of taxes with respect to any family dwelling
house occupied by the owner thereof due and payable during the
second half of the fiscal year ending June 30, 1933, the assessor
shall send an itemized statement of such taxes to the owner upon
request made by the owner and filed with the assessor not later
than midnight, March 15, 1933. Such statement shall include all
real-estate taxes or installments thereof due and payable during
the second half of such fiscal year and all installments of special
assessments which have been assessed, charged, or levied prior to,
and are due and payable in, the second half of such fiscal year,
with respect to the family dwelling house occupied by the owner.
Such taxes and assessments or installments thereof shall be pay-
able in the month of April, 1933, or at the election of the tax-
payer in two equal installments, in the months of April and June,
1933, and no interest shall be payable with respect to any such
installment unless it is unpaid until after the time it is due.
Such statement shall also show all arrears in taxes, AS5ess-
ments, or installments thereof, with respect to the family dwelling
house of such owner, due and payable prior to the last half of the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1933, and all unredeemed certificates of
sale issued with respect to the sale of such family dwelling house
for delinquent taxes or assessments, together with total amount
for which each such unredeemed certificate was issued and the
name and address of the holder thereof as of record in the office
of the assessor.

Sec. 6. This act shall be deemed as applying only to such occu-
pant and owner as shall have filed with the assessor of the District
of Columbia an affidavit as to domicile and ownership. The form
of the affidavit shall be prepared by the assessor of the District of
Columbia, and shall show the beginning of domicile, the time when
ownership began, the street number, the number of the square and
lot, and all trusts, if any, against the property.

PROVISION OF BOOES FOR THE ADULT BLIND

The bill (H. R. 13817) to amend section 1 of the act en-
titled “An act to provide books for the adult blind,” ap-
proved March 3, 1931, was announced as next in order.

Mr, BULKLEY. I ask that that go over.

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, will not the Senator
withdraw his objection?

Mr. BULKLEY. I am glad to suspend the objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The objection is withheld.
The Chair recognizes the Senator from Rhode Island.

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I merely desire to ex-
plain the nature of the bill. It will require no appropria-
tion. The only people that are objecting to the bill are
the people who make the Braille books for the blind.

There are only a comparatively small number of blind
that can read the Braille books. There has now been in-
vented a process by which it is possible to produce rather
cheaply records that can be put on talking machines, so
that these books can be put on those machines and anybody
can hear them.

We have already made an appropriation for the Braille
books. This bill leaves the Librarian of Congress free to
use for this purpose such part of the funds appropriated
for books for the blind as he deems proper. It seems only
fair to the poor blind people who can not read the Braille
books, but can hear, that they should have the benefit of
this new invention.

I hope the Senator from Ohio will withdraw his objection.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, I want to say to the Sena-
tor from Ohio that we have appropriated $100,000 for
Braille books, and the manufacturing was divided between
the East and the West—the two places that are manufac-
turing Braille literature in the United States. There can
not be any justice in objecting to having old people, who
at their present age can not learn to read by their fingers,
given the benefit of this invention. This is simply to per-
mit the use of these books that go on a phonograph, by
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which means the blind can hear them without using their
fingers. That is the only way they can get the informa-
tion the books contain. The Senator from Wisconsin asked
that the bill go over, but when I explained the matter to
him he said, “ Personally, I have no objection.

Mr. BULKLEY. Mr. President, my objection is based
on a communication that I have from a friend in whose
good faith I have great confidence. I ask that the bill go
over at this time, and I may not object to it when it comes
up again.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be passed
OVeT,

PARE LANDS IN CALIFORNIA

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5612) fto
provide for the selection of certain lands in the State of
California for the use of the California State park system,
which had been reported from the Committee on Public
Lands and Surveys with amendments, on page 1, line 2,
after the enacting clause, to strike out “ That subject to
lawful claims initiated by settlement or otherwise prior
to July 18, 1929, and maintained in the manner required by
law, the State of California may select for the use of the Cali-
fornia State park system by legal subdivisions all or any
portions of the following townships outside of private grant,”
and to insert * That subject to valid rights existing on the
date of this act, the State of California may within five
years select for State park purposes by legal subdivisions
all or any portion of the public land not reserved for public
purposes in the following townships:”, and on page 2, line
23, after the word “ prescribe,” to insert: “: Provided fur-
ther, That any patent so issued shall contain a provision
for reversion of title to the United States upon a finding
by the Secretary of the Interior that for a period of more
than one year the land has not been used by the State for
park purposes: And provided further, That in order to con-
solidate park areas or to eliminate private holdings there-
from lands patented hereunder may be exchanged with the
approval of and under rules prescribed by the Secretary of
the Interior for privately owned lands in the area herein-
before described of approximately equal value contain-
ing the natural features sought to be preserved hereby.
The lands so acquired to be subject to all the conditions and
reservations prescribed by this act, including the rever-
sionary clause hereinbefore set out”; so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That subject to valid rights existing on the
date of this act, the State of California may within five years
select for State park purposes by legal subdivisions all or any
portion of the public land not reserved for public purposes in
the following townships:

Township 9 south, range 4 east; township 9 south, range 5
east; township 9 south, range 8 east; township 9 south, range 7
east; township 9 south, range 8 east; township 10 south, range 5
east; township 10 south, range 6 east; township 10 south, range
7 east; township 10 south, range 8 east; township 11 south, range
5 east; township 11 south, range 6 east; township 11 south, range
7 east; township 11 south, range 8 east; township 12 south,
range 5 éast; townshlp 12 south, range 6 east; township 12 south,
m 7 east; township 12 south, range 8 east; San Bernardino

Upon the submission of satisfactory proof that the land selected
contains characteristic desert growth and scenic or other natural
features which it is desirable to preserve as a part of the Cali-
fornia State park system, the Becretary of the Interior shall cause

te to issue therefor: Provided, That there shall be reserved
to the United States all coal, oil, gas, or other mineral contained
in such lands, together with the right to prospect for, mine, and
remove the same at such times and under such conditions as the
Secretary of the Inferior may prescribe: Provided jfurther, That
any patent so issued shall contaln a provision for reversion of title
to the United States upon a finding by the Secretary of the
Interior that for a period of more than one year the land has
not been used by the State for park purposes: And provided
further, That in order to consolidate park areas or to eliminate
private holdings therefrom lands patented hereunder may be ex-
changed with the approval of and under rules prescribed by the
Secretary of the Interior for privately owned lands in the area
hereinbefore described of approximately equal value containing
the natural features sought to be preserved hereby. The lands so
acquired to be subject to all the conditions and reservations
prescribed by this act, including the reversionary clause herein-
before set ouf.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the
Senator from California [Mr. Jornson], whom I under-
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‘stand to be the author of the bill, should make a statement
as to the quantity of land that it is proposed to permit the
State to select for use for park purposes. I understand
that that is the object of the bill, !

Mr. JOHNSON. Entirely so.

The exact quantity I am unable to say.. In my tabulation
here, the bill and the report are not contained. They were
evidently left out of my tabulation by the young gentlemen
of the Senate who fix those things.

This is a bill from San Diego County, concerning, I think,
the Cactus Forest. It is one that should be preserved; and
there is a lengthy letter, if the Senator finds it—it ought to
be inserted in the report—from the Secretary of the Interior,
very strongly advising the passage of the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It does not impose any cost
on the National Government?

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no, sir.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But the State takes over
the lands and places them in parks, and then maintains
them?

Mr. JOHNSON. For the completion of the State park
system.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I have no objection.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 11477) for the relief of George Charles
Walthers was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVET.

The bill will be pased

REGULATION OF ALASKAN FISHERIES

The bill (S. 3379) for the protection and regulation of the
fisheries of Alaska, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I shall be glad to have an
explanation of this measure.

I confess that I am not very much in sympathy with the
proposal to grant these licenses for five years. I wish the
Senator would let the bill go over until next Monday and
give us an opportunity to examine it. I have had a great
many complaints from the natives of Alaska and persons
who have been fishing for years along the coast from Wash-
ington up to the limits of Alaska.

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, this bill relates only to fixed
traps. I understand that the natives are not concerned with
them. The natives are employing other means of fishing,
and are not affected, as I understand, by this method.

Mr. KING. But there was an investigation some time
ago, as I remember, conducted by a committee of the House,
which showed that traps and seines were being improperly
used by persons and corporations, and that many of the
streams were being despoiled of salmon and other varieties
of fish. I think that the operations of many of the large
fishing companies were reprehensible and destructive of the
industry. 3

Mr. WHITE. Mr. President, I may say that the design
of this legislation is, in part, to give to the Department of
Commerce a more rigid control over these fishing operations,
primarily and fundamentally in the interest of the conserva-
tion of salmon. The bill comes here with the approval of
the Department of Commerce. The Delegate from Alaska
was advised of the pendency of the bill. A hearing was
held. He interposed no objection to it; and, so far as I am
advised, there is no objection at this time to the legislation
from any source.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, many complaints have been
made against the methods adopted by the Department of
Commerce in dealing with the fishing industry in the north-
ern and particularly in the Alaskan waters, and because of
the lack of proper regulations as well as the unfair and
discriminating policies adopted by the Commissioner of
Fisheries. From the data brought to my attention by the
former Delegate from Alaska, Mr. Sutherland, and others,
I reached the conclusion that many changes were needed in
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the Bureau of Fisheries, including officials in that organiza-
tion.

Mr. WHITE. That would cure the Senator's objection?

Mr. KING. Perhaps if there were a new commissioner
many precedures of which complaint has been made would
be changed. I ask the Senator to let the bill go over until
next Mconday.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
OVer.

The bill will be passed

FINAL PROOF BY DESERT-LAND ENTRYMEN

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5456) to
extend the provisions of the act entitled “An act to extend
the period of time during which final proof may be offered
by homestead entrymen,” approved May 13, 1932, to desert-
land entrymen, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Public Lands and Surveys with an amendment,
to strike out all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the act entitled “An act to extend the period of time
during which final proof may be offered by homestead entrymen,"
approved May 13, 1932, is amended to read as follows:

“That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to
extend for not exceeding two years the perlod during which final
proof may be offered by any person who has a pending home-
stead or desert-land entry upon public lands of the United States
on which at the date of this act or on any date on or prior to
December 31, 1934, under existing law final proof is required
showing residence, cultivation, improvements, expenditures, or
payment of purchase meoney, as the cass may be: Provided, That
any such entryman shall be required to show that it is a hardship

‘upon himself to meet the requirements incidental to final proof

upon the date required by existing law, due to adverse weather
or economic conditions: And provided further, That this act shall
apply only to cases where adequate relief is not available under
existing law.

“8ec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized to make
such rules and regulations as are necessary to carry out the pur-
poses of this act.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill to amend
the provisions of the act entitled ‘An act to extend the
period of time during which final proof may be offered by
homestead entrymen,’ approved May 13, 1932, to desert-
land entrymen, and for other purposes.”

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 13991) to aid agriculture and relieve the
existing national economic emergency was announced as
next in order.

Mr. REED. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over.

ALTERNATE BUDGET FOR INDIAN SERVICE

The bill (S. 5622) providing for an alternate budget for
the Indian Service, fiscal year 1935, was considered, ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time,
and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in addition to the estimates of appro-
priations for the Bureau of Indian Affairs transmitted in the
Budget for the fiscal year 1935 in the customary order and ar-
rangement, there shall be submitted for the consideration of
Congress an alternate arrangement of such estimates with a view
to simplification and clarity of presentation and consideration
thereof.

; BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (S. 5607) authorizing the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation to make advances to the reclamation fund was
announced as next in order.

Mr. BLAINE. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVer.

IMPROVED ORDER OF RED MEN

The bill (H. R. 194) to amend section 6 of the national
charter of the Great Council of the United States of the
Improved Order of Red Men was considered, ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the charter of the Great

Council of the United States cf the Improved Order of Red Men,
be, and the same is hereby, amended to read as follows:
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“ SEc. 6. That said corporation shall not engage in any business
for gain; the purposes of said corporation being fraternal, benevo-
lent, and patriotic in providing benefits to its members, care for
members, orphans, and widows of members, and to inspire a greater
love for the United States of America, and the principles of
American liberty.”

SALARY RATES OF CIVIL-SERVICE POSITIONS

The bill (S. 5475) to amend section 3 of the act of May 28,
1928, relating to salary rates of certain civil-service positions
was considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows: ;

Be it enacted, etc., That section 3 of the act of Congress ap-
proved May 28, 1928, entitled “An act to amend the salary rates
contained in the compensation schedules of the act of March 4,
1923, entitled ‘An Act to provide for the classification of civillan
positions within the District of Columbia and in the fleld serv-
ices* ", as amended by the act of July 3, 1930, be further amended
by adding thereto the following: “* * * Provided, That in all
cases where, since December 6, 1924, in such adjustment the posi-
tion occupied by an employee has been or shall be allocated to a
grade with a maximum salary below the salary received by the
incumbent, the rate of pay fixed for such position prior to such
allocation may be continued so long as the position is held by the
incumbent occupying it at the time of such allocation.”

BILL PASSED OVER
The bill (S. 5614) authorizing the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation to make advances to the reclamation fund was
announced as next in order.
Mr. BLAINE, Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
over.

The bill will be passed

GRAZING FEES WITHIN NATIONAL FORESTS

The joint resolution (S.J. Res. 219) authorizing the fixing
of grazing fees on lands within national forests was con-
sidered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized
and directed to fix the fees to be charged during the year 1933 for
the grazing of sheep and cattle on lands within the boundaries of

national forests at rates not in excess of those charged during the
year 1932.

PROCEDURE IN CIRCUIT COURTS OF APPEAL

The Senate proceeded to consider the hill (H. R. 10641)
to amend section 122 of the Judicial Code, which was ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That section 122 of the Judicial Code

(U. 8. C, title 28, sec. 219) be, and the same is hereby, amended
to read as follows:

* Sec. 122. Each circuit court of appeals shall prescribe the form
and style of its seal, and the form of writs and other process and
procedure as may be conformable to the exercise of its jurisdic-
tion; and shall have power to establish all rules and regulations
for the conduct of the business of the court within its jurisdiction
as conferred by law. In case any senior circult judge is disabled
by illness from exercising any power given, or performing any duty
imposed by law, such power or duty shall be exercised or performed
by the other judges of that circult in the order of the seniority
of their respective commissions.” y

COMPACTS BETWEEN STATES FOR THE PREVENTION OF CRIME

The bill (H, R. 10243) granting the consent of Congress
to any two or more States to enter into agreements or com-
pacts for cooperative effort and mutual assistance in the
prevention of crime, and for other purposes, was announced
as next in order.

SEVERAL SEnATORS. Over!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
OVET.

ASSUMPTION OF RISKS OF EMPLOYMENT

The bill (8. 1060) relative to assumption of risks of em-
ployment, was announced as next in order.
SEVERAL SENATORS. Over!

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
ovVer.
HOMESTEAD DESIGNATIONS ON ALLOTTED INDIAN LANDS
The Senate proceeded to consider the hill (8. 5463) to

authorize the change of homestead designations on allotted
Indian lands.

LXXVI— 315

The bill will be passed

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE

4987

- Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think the
Senator from North Dakota should explain this bill, It
is not clear what the purpose is.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, this is a departmental bill,
recommended by the Secretary of the Interior. It applies
to some Montana reservations. Under the law, the Indians
have allotments designated as homesteads, to provide for
homes, where houses may be built. In some instances an
Indian may have two or three allotments, but the allotment
designated as a homestead may not be a desirable place for
the erection of a home. This bill would simply give au-
thority to the Secretary of the Interior to designate, upon
application from the Indian, another allotment as a home-
stead, instead of the one originally designated. If applies
only to Montana.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That where any Indian who now has or may
hereafter acquire an allotment designated as a homestead and
such Indian owns other restricted allotted lands acquired by in-
heritance or otherwise, the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is
hereby, authorized, in his discretion and under such rules and
regulations as he may prescribe, to allow such Indian owner to
change the designation of his or her homestead to other restricted
lands owned by the sald Indian. Upon acceptance by the Secre-
tary of the Interior of relinquishments and the designation of
lieu homestead lands, appropriate patents or other evidence of
title as may now or hereafter be provided for by law shall be
issued to the Indian owner for the lands so redesignated: Pro-
vided, however, That this act shall not apply to the Indians of

the Five Civilized Tribes, nor to the Osage and the Kaw Indians
in Oklahoma.

LIMITATION OF DEBATE

The resolution (S. Res. 360) limiting debate during the
remainder of the present Congress was announced as next
in order.

Mr. KING. Let that go over.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be
passed over.

CONSTRUCTION OF A BRIDGE IN ALABAMA

The bill (S. 5632) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a railroad bridge and/or
a toll bridge across the water between the mainland at or
near Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, Ala., was announced
as next in order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the same as Cal-
endar No. 1385, House bill 14657, and without objection, that
bill will be substituted for the Senate bill.

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill (H. R. 14657) to extend the times for com-
mencing and completing the construction of a railroad bridge
and/or a toll bridge across the water between the mainland
at or near Cedar Point and Dauphin Island, Ala., which was
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, ,
as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the times for commencing and com-
pleting the construction of a railroad bridge and/or a toll bridge
across the water between the mainland at or near Cedar Point
and Dauphin Island, Ala. authorized to be built by the Dauphin
Island Rallway & Harbor Co., its successors and assigns, by an act
of Congress approved February 25, 1927, heretofore extended by an
act of Congress approved February 7, 1930, are hereby further
extended one and three years, respectively, from February 25, 1933,

Sec. 2. The right to alter, amend, or repeal this act Is hereby
expressly reserved.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
indefinitely postponed.

ESTABLISHMENT OF BRANCH BANKS

The bill (S. 5273) authorizing national banks to establish
pranch banks, and to secure deposits, was announced as
next in order.

Mr. BRATTON. Let that go over.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will not the Senator from
New Mexico withhold his objection?

Mr. BRATTON. Yes, Mr. President, I withhold the ob-
jection temporarily.

Mr. BARKLEY. I will say to the Senator that this is a
bill introduced by my colleague [Mr. Locaxl, having especi-
ally in view the lack of any banking facilities at Fort Knox.

Senate bill 5632 will be
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The bill is general in its terms, but in order that reserva-
tions like that at Fort Enox, Ky., may be provided banking
facilities the bill has been introduced and unanimously re-
ported from the committee. What is the objection the Sen-
ator has to it?

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, I would have no objec-
tion if the establishment of the branch banks were limited
to States in which State banks are authorized to engage
in branch banking. As I understand this measure it would
authorize the establishment of a branch bank on a Federal
reservation, even though the reservation were situated in a
State where branch banking was not permitted or was even
denounced.

Mr. BARKLEY. That is true, but I understand that no
State bank could be established on such a reservation as I
have described, and it does seem to me that it would not
offer sufficient conflict with any State banking system to
justify an objection to it.

I have especially in mind the situation at Fort Knox,
Ky., which is a very large military reservation. There are
no banking facilities there, within convenient reach of the
people at that reservation, at which, as the Senator knows,
there is a large number of soldiers, officers, and their fam-
ilies. It is in order to cure that situation that the bill was
introduced. I hope the Senator will not object to it.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, this matter was taken up
with the Comptroller of the Currency a year or more ago,
and in trying to work the matter out I finally prepared a
bill. The Treasury Department itself objected to one sec-
tion of the bill, which was stricken out. The officials of
that department also expressed the opinion that the bill as
reported by the commiftee was all right and should be
passed.

. 'This measure does not go into branch banking, I may say
to the Senator from New Mexico. There are these military
reservations, and they are reservations without any banking
facilities. In the case referred to the distance from Fort
Knox to the nearest bank is 15 miles. The purpose of the
bill is to allow the establishment of a branch which will
receive deposits and pay out money for the convenience of
the soldiers and officers in that camp. We have been frying
to get something along that line for some time, and the
Comptroller of the Currency thought that an act would
be necessary in order to give him authority.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, with the explanation
made by both of the Senators from EKentucky, I withdraw
my objection.

Mr. LOGAN. I thank the Senator.

Mr. BLAINE. Mr. President, I interposed an objection,
and I ask for the regular order.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed
over,

GALEN E, LICHTY

The bill (S. 246) for the relief of Galen E. Lichty was
considered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read
the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $554.70
to Galen E. Lichty, stamp clerk of the post office at Beatrice, Gage
County, Nebr., to reimburse him for funds stolen from the Bea-
trice post office by unknown persons on the day of November
17, 1928.

FLORENCE MAHONEY

The bill (H. R, 3036) for the relief of Florence Mahoney,
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, and in full settlement
agalnst the Government, the sum of §1,000, to Florence Mahoney,
of Newport, R. I, for injuries received as the result of a collision
involving an Army vehicle in Newport, R. 1., on June 4, 1830:
Provided, That no part of the amount appropriated in this act in
excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid or delivered to or
received by any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, on account
of services rendered in connection with said claim. It shall be
unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or attorneys, to exact,
collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the amount appropriated
in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof on account of serv-
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ices rendered In connection with said claim, any contract to
the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating the provi-
sions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and
:fggo conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceeding
MARY ELIZABETH FOX

The bill (H. R. 3727) for the relief of Mary Elizabeth Fox
was considered, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay, out of any money in
the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to Mary Elizabeth Fox,
Granger, Tex., the sum of $3,000 in full settlement of all claims
against the Government of the United States, for permanent
injury received on February 2, 1928, while getting her mail out of
a post-office box at Southwestern University Station at George-
town, Tex., sald injury being caused by neglectful construction of
sald post-office box: Provided, That no part of the amount appro-
priated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof shall be paid
or delivered to or received by any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, on account of services rendered in connection with said
claim. It shall be unlawful for any agent or agents, attorney or
attorneys, to exact, collect, withhold, or receive any sum of the
amount appropriated in this act in excess of 10 per cent thereof
on account of services rendered in connection with said claim, any
contract to the contrary notwithstanding. Any person violating
the provisions of this act shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor
and upon conviction thereof shall be fined in any sum not exceed-
ing $1,000.

ANNIE M. EOPOLUCCI

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 5150) for
the relief of Annie M. Eopolucci, which had been reported
from the Committee on Claims with an amendment, to strike
out all after the enacting clause and to insert the following:

That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, author-
ized and directed to pay to Annie M. Eopolucci, out of any money
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20 per
month, in a total amount of not to exceed $5,000, such payments
to be in full settlement of all claims against the Government for
the death of her son, John E. Eopolucci, who, while serving as a
member of the armed guard of the United States Navy on the
steamship Aztee, lost his life when said steamship was torpedoed
and sunk on April 1, 1917, this while in the active service of the
United States.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill
to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

SALE OF REVENUE STAMPS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 12977) fo
amend section 808 of Title VIII of the revenue act of 1926
as amended by section 443 of the revenue act of 1928.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, I would like to have an
explanation of that.

Mr. REED. Mr, President, the last revenue bill we passed
provided for the sale of revenue stamps in cities having
populations of 25,000 or over. There are a great many
county seats in the United States with populations smaller
than 25,000; and because we require the placing of revenue
stamps on conveyances now, a great deal of trouble has been
created.

Mr. McEELLAR. I think this is a wise measure and
should be passed.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 808 of Title VIII of the revenue
act of 1926, as amended by section 443 of the revenue act of 1928,
be, and the same is hereby, amended by striking out the words
“in cities of over 25,000 inhabitants ” and inserting in lleu thereof
the following: *“in all post offices of the first and second classes
and such post offices of the third and fourth classes as are located
in county seats.”

PROOF OF CLAIMS IN BANKRUPTCY CASES

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent
that we may return to calendar 1311, Senate bill 5394, a bill
to amend section 57 of the act entitled “An act to establish a
uniform system of bankruptey throughout the United
States,” approved July 1, 1898, as amended and supple-
mented, with respect to proof and allowance of claims by
trustees for bondholders.

The Senator who objected when the bill was reached on:
the calendar has now agreed to withdraw his objection and
indicates that he sees no objection to the bill. -
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to re-
turning to the bill?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, this bill pro-
vides for an amendment to the general bankruptcy statute.
Will not the Senator from Rhode Island explain what
changes the bill would make in the law?

Mr. METCALF. Mr. President, the amendment is simply
for the protection particularly of small investors, who per-
haps would not know that it is necessary for them to file
their claims. It would give the trustee power to file for all
of them. There have been cases where people who had
bonds and expected that somebody else would look out for
them did not know, perhaps, that they were in a bankruptcy
proceeding, and this would simply afford assistance for such
an individual.

Mr. BRATTON. Mr. President, the Committee on the
Judiciary gave this measure consideration. As I under-
stand its provisions, it simply authorizes a frustee, in a
trust indenture for the benefit of a large number of holders
of bonds or notes, to file a claim in bankruptey for those
who have failed to do so.

Mr. METCALF, The Senator is correct.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to re-
curring to the consideration of the bill?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill, which was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follcws:

Be it enacted, etc., That section 57 of the act entitled “An act
to establish a uniform system of bankruptcy throughout the
United States,” approved July 1, 1898, as amended and supple-
mented, is amended by adding at the end thereof the following
new paragraph:

“(o) Whenever indebtedness of the bankrupt arises in respect
of notes, bonds, or similar obligations issued under or pursuant
to a trust deed, indenture, or other instrument to which refer-
ence is made in such obligations, whether or not such obliga-
tions are in negotiable form or specifically secured, and such trust
deed, indenture, or other instrument, and/or such obligations (a)
expresses an undertaking of the issuer of such obligations, in the
event of default, to make payment of the indebtedness in respect
of such obligations, to a trustee or other representative designated
for the owners of such obligations, or (b) authorizes such trus-
tee or other representative, in the event of bankruptey, to make
claim for the indebtedness in respect of which such obligations
were issued, or to represent the holders thereof, and/or to collect
and distribute any dividends thereon, such trustee or other rep-
resentative shall for all purposes of this act be deemed to be the
creditor In respect of such indebtedness, except in so far as the
holders of such notes, bonds, or other obligations shall them-
selves duly file proof of claim thereon, and shall be entitled in its
name as such trustee or other representative to file proof of
claim thereon and to receive payment, subject to such provisions
and regulations as may be prescribed by the courts, of all divi-
dends declared on said claim, and to act with respect to all other
matters arising in connection with such claim as though the abso-
lute owner thereof. Such trust deed, indenture, or other instru-
ment shall within the meaning of paragraph (b) of this section
be deemed to be the instrument of writing upon which said
claim is founded.”

8ec. 2. The amendment made by section 1 of this act shall be
effective as to claims filed in all bankruptcy proceedings insti-
tuted after the date of enactment of this act and to claims filed
in all bankruptcy proceedings theretofore instituted in which no
dividend has been declared prior to such date, but nothing con-
tained in this act shall be deemed to extend the time for filing
claims in any bankruptcy proceeding.

GOVERNMENT-OWNED COTTON TO RED CROSS

The Senate proceeded to consider the joint resolution
(S. J. Res, 228), authorizing the American National Red
Cross and certain other organizations to exchange Govern-
ment-owned cotton for articles containing wool.

Mr, KING. Mr, President, I ask the Senator from New
York the purpose of this measure. I know that he and
others were very insistent a short time ago for a large ap-
propriation to have cotton owned by the Government,
through its stabilization and other organizations, delivered
to the Red Cross because of the imperative need to dis-
pose of it for the manufacture of cotton goods. It seems
to me we are broadening our action, and pretty soon there
will be a desire for the Federal Government to take over all
the wool in the Unifed States and deliver if to the Red Cross
for distribution in such manner as it may see fit.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, apparently the Senator
was not here the other day when we discussed this matter.
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This is not a measure asking for any new cotton. The
cotton has already been turned over to the Red Cross, and
under the act doing that they can exchange it only for
articles made of cotton, cotton clothing, cotton blankets,
and cotton mattresses.

I pointed out that in the northern climates, of northern
New York, Michigan, Wisconsin, Montana, and other places,
it would be very much better, in affording comfort to human
beings, if the Red Cross could exchange the cotton for
woolen garments, as they may now exchange it for cotton
garments. It does not involve the expenditure of any
money or the acquisition of any more cotton.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, my understanding is that con-
tracts are made with various manufacturing organizations,
with mills, with corporations which are engaged in manu-
facturing cloth into garments for use after the cotton has
been obtained. It would seem to me that this measure
would contemplate an abrogation of or interference with
contracts which have been entered into with textile or-
ganizations for manufacturing garments for distribution
from the cotton which has been heretofore obtained.

Mr. COPELAND. Mr. President, let me say to the Senator
that the Red Cross desires to do this, but under the law
they are limited, and there are no such contracts that would
be interfered with. I am sure the Senator, when he looks
into the matter more thoroughly, will see that I am right
about it.

Mr, KING. I have no objection.

The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed for a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Resolved, etc., That the American National Red Cross or any
other orgsnlmtlan to which Government-owned cotton has been
or shall hereafter be delivered pursuant to law is hereby author-
ized, if it shall be deemed advisable, to exchange any such cotton

for cloth or wearing apparel or other articles of clothing contain-
ing wool.

TURTLE MOUNTAIN BAND OF CHIPPEWA INDIANS

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5623) refer-
ring the claims of the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of
Chippewa Indians of North Dakota to the Court of Claims
for adjudication and settlement, which had been reported
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amendments.

The amendments were, on page 2, line 8, after the words
“ Turtle Mountain Band or Bands,” to strike out “(whether
officially recognized or not)”; in line 9, after the name
* North Dakota,” to insert “including the band of Chief or
Thomas Little Shell and other isolated Pembina Bands of
Chippewas of North Dakota and Montana,”; in line 14, after
the word “ petition,” to insert * or petitions”; in line 19,
after the word “ defendant,” to insert “ The claim or claims
of the band or bands aforementioned may be presented sepa-
rately or jointly by petition, subject, however, to amend-
ment.”; in line 22, after the word *“ petition,” to insert “ or
petitions ”; on page 6, line 4, after the word “ Indians,” to
insert “(whether officially recognized or not)”; in line T,
after the word * Indians,” to insert “ The court shall have
jurisdiction and is hereby further authorized to determine
what amount of the recovery, if any, shall be awarded to the
respective bands who bring suit hereunder.”; in line 22, after
the word “ Indians,” to insert “ less fees and expenses ”; and
on page 7, line 1, after the word “ decree,” to insert * The
court shall have jurisdiction and is hereby further authorized
to determine what amount of the recovery, if any, shall be
awarded to the respective bands who bring suit hereunder: ”;
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That jurisdiction be, and hereby is, conferred
upon the Court of Claims, with right of appeal to the Supreme
Court of the United States by either party, notwithstanding the
lapse of time, statutes of limitations, waiver, release, settlement
heretofore made or directed by any act of Congress or otherwise,
to hear, adjudicate, and render judgment according to right and
justice and as upon a full and fair arbitration, on any and all
claims not heretofore determined and adjudicated on their merits
by the Court of Claims or the Supreme Court of the United States,
arising under any ftreaty, ratified or unratified, act of Congress,
agreement or understanding, verbal or written, Executive order, or
treaty with any other tribes or nations of Indians by the author-
ized agents or representatives of the United States relating to,

affecting, or violating the land occupancy or other rights of the
Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians of North
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Dakota, including the band of Chief or Thomas Little Shell, and
other isolated Pembina Bands of Chippewas of North Dakota and
Montana.

Sec. 2. Any and all claims against the United States within the
purview of this act shall be forever barred unless suit be insti-
tuted or petition or petitions filed as herein provided in the Court
of Claims within five years from the date of the approval of this
act, and such suit shall make the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands
of Chippewa Indians of North Dakota party or parties plaintiff and
the United States of America party defendant. The claim or
claims of the band or bands aforementioned may be presented
separately or jJointly by petition, subject, however, to amendment.
The petition or petitions shall be verified by the respective attor-
ney or attorneys employed to prosecute such claim or claims under
contract with the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa
Indians, approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs and the
Secretary of the Interior, as provided by law. Official letters,
papers, documents, reports and records, or affidavits on flle in the
Interior Department or certified copies thereof, may be used In
evidence; and the departments of the Government shall furnish
to the attorney or attorneys of said Turtle Mountain Band or
bands such treaties, agreements, papers, reports, correspondence,
affidavits, or records as may be needed by the attorney or attorneys
of sald band or bands of Indians.

Sec. 8. That if any claim or claims be submitted to sald court
it shall determine the rights of the parties thereto, notwithstand-
ing lapse of time, statutes of limitation, waiver or release, and
any payment which may have been made by the United States
upon any claim so submitted shall not be pleaded as an estoppel,
but may be pleaded as a set-off in any suit; and the United States
shall be allowed credit subsequent to the date of any law, treaty,
or agreement under which the claims arise for any sum or sums
heretofore paid or expended for the benefit of said Indians.

Sec. 4. That if the Court of Claims shall determine that the
United States, under the provisions of any agreement or under-
standing, verbal or written, Executive order, law, or treaty referred
to in section 1 hereof, has unlawfully appropriated or disposed of
any property belonging to the said Turtle Mountain Band or Bands
of Chippewa Indians, or its or their members, or to which the said
Indians had the right of title by occupancy; or if the said court
shall determine that the United States, under the provisions of
any such agreement, Executive order, law, or treaty, herein re-
ferred to, under mistake of fact or duress obtained title to or the
cession of any land from the said Indians for an inadequate con-
sideration; er if the court shall determine that the United States
obtained cessions of land from said band or bands of Indians with-
out obtaining the consent of a majority of the male adult mem-
bers thereof; or if the court shall determine that the TUnifed
States, to the loss of said Indians, appropriated to its own use or
to the use of any other Indian tribe or band, or permitted white
settlers to occupy and acquire title under the public land laws of
the United States, to any lands in North ota, the title and
occupancy of which by long possession by the sald Indians had
been acknowledged by other tribes and by officials of the United
States; or if a portion of the land so claimed by the sald band
or bands was taken from them by an Executive order for the
benefit of any other band or tribe of Indians, without compensa-
tion to the said Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa
Indians, the damages shall be confined to the reasonable money
value thereof at the time of such appropriation: Provided, That
if the Court of Claims shall determine that the United States,
by reason of any delay on the part of its agents or authorized
representatives, in submitting for ratification any agreement with
the said Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa Indians, for
the purchase or cesslon of any land so occupled and possessed
by them, or that the Congress of the United States, contrary to
the understanding of or any promise made to said Indians, unduly
delayed the ratification of any such agreement whereby any such
lands were ceded to the United States, to the detriment and loss
of the said Indians, then the said court is hereby authorized to
award and enter judgment, as justice and equity may demand, for
damages due to such delay at 4 per cent per annum of the stipu-
lated or agreed amount set out in any such agreement ceding such
lands to the United States, and to compute such interest from the
date the sald agreement was signed or executed by the said In-
dians; and with reference to all claims which may be the subject
matter of the suits herein authorized, the decree of the court shall
be in full settlement of all damages, if any, committed by the
Government of the United States and shall annul and cancel all
claim, right, and title of the said Turtle Mountain Band or Bands
of Chippewa Indians in and to such money or other property.

Sec. 5. Upon the final determination of such suit or suits the
Court of Claims shall have jurisdiction to fix and determine a
reasonable fee, not to exceed 10 per cent of the recovery in each
instance, together with all necessary and proper expenses incurred
in preparation and prosecution of the suit, to be pald to the re-
spective attorneys employed by the said band or bands of Indians
(whether officially or not), and the same shall be in-
cluded in the decree and shall be pald out of any sum or sums
found to be due said band or bands of Indlans. The court shall
have jurisdiction and is hereby further authorized to determine
what amount of the recovery, if any, shall be awarded to the
respective bands who bring suit hereunder.

Sec. 6. The Court of Claims shall have full authority by proper
orders and process to bring in and make parties to such suit any
other tribe or band of Indians deemed by It necessary or proper
to the final determination of the matters in controversy.
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8xc, 7. A copy of the petition shall, in such case, be served upon
the Attorney General of the United States, and he, or some attor-
ney from the Department of Justice to be designated by him, is
hereby directed to appear and defend the interests of the United
States In such case.

Sec., 8. The proceeds of all amounts, if any, recovered for said
band or bands of Indians less fees and expenses shall be deposited
in the Treasury of the United States to the credit of the Indians
decreed by said court to be entitled thereto, and shall draw {nter-
est at the rate of 4 per cent per annum from the date of the
judgment or decree. The court shall have jurisdiction and is
hereby further authorized to determine what amount of the re-
covery, if any, shall be awarded to the respective bands who bring
suit hereunder: Provided, That actual costs necessary to be in-
curred by the Turtle Mountain Band or Bands of Chippewa In-
dians as required by the rules of court in the prosecution of this
suit shall be paid out of the funds of said Indians in the Treasury
of the United States, upon proper vouchers, to be examined and
approved by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs.

The amendments were agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

ORDER OF BUSINESS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 1 o'clock
having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the un-
finished business, which will be stated.

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (H. R. 14359) to amend an act
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of bank-
ruptcy throughout the United States,” approved July 1,
1898, and acts amendatory thereof and supplementary
thereto. -

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr, President——

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from
Louisiana.

Mr. McNARY.
Louisiana yield?
Mr. BROUSSARD. For what purpose, may I inquire?

Mr. McNARY. I ask it for the purpose of submitting a
unanimous-consent agreement which I trust will be satis-
factory to the Senator.

Mr. BROUSSARD. 1 yield provided I do not lose my
right to the fioor.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will not
lose the floor.

Mr. McNARY. After conferring with the Senator from
Delaware [Mr. Hastings], who is in charge of the unfinished
business, I wish to propose the consideration of the cal-
endar in conformity with the purposes of the unanimous-
consent agreement previously entered into, which would be
to consider unobjected bills on the calendar to the end,
Order No. 1400, and then return to Order No. 1207.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, as I understand the Senator's
proposition it is not only to complete the call of the re-
mainder of the bills upon the calendar, but to return to
those that were not taken up this morning and go through
the calendar?

Mr. McNARY. Yes.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, may I sug-
gest to the Senator from Oregon that he limit the request
to a completion of the call of the calendar? Most of the
numbers preceding the point where we began this morning
have been called many times and will undoubtedly be ob-
jected to again, but the numbers that have not yet been
called this morning, from No. 1375 on to the end of the
calendar, ought to be called. I suggest that the Senator
modify his request accordingly.

Mr. McNARY. The only reason why I asked to return
to the beginning of the calendar was because it was men-
tioned in the original proposal this morning.

Mr, ROBINSON of Arkansas. But that lapses now.

Mr. McNARY. There is some force in the suggestion of
the Senator from Arkansas. I do not want to delay unnec-
essarily the further consideration of the unfinished business,
so I amend my proposal and ask that we may continue until
we complete the call of the calendar to Order of Business
No. 1409.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. May the Chair state that
the Senator from Louisiana will not be entitled to the floor

Mr. President, will the Senator from
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if the unanimous-consent agreement is entered into. Is
there objection?

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, what is the request?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The unfinished business
was laid before the Senate. The senior Senator from Louisi-
ana [Mr. Broussarp] was recognized and yielded to the
Senator from Oregon [Mr, McNary] to propose a unani-
mous-consent agreement, which is now pending. The unan-
imous-consent request is to proceed with the calling of the
calendar for unobjected bills through to the end to Calendar
No. 1409. Is there objection?

Mr. BROUSSARD. Am I to await the conclusion of the
call of the calendar?

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the unanimous-consent
agreement is granted, the Senator from Louisiana may speak
five minutes at a time on each bill.

Mr. BROUSSARD. I think we can conclude the call of
the calendar at a later day. I prefer to retain the floor now.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE TREASURY AND POST OFFICE
DEPARTMENTS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
action of the House of Representatives on House bill 13520,
which was read as follows:

In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES,
February 21, 1933.

Resolved, That the House recede from its nt to the
amendment of the Senate No. 1 tb the bill (H. R. 13520) entitled
“An act making appropriations for the Treasury and Post Office
Departments for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, and for
?ther purposes,” and concur therein with an amendment as fol-
OWS:

In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out
35" and insert " 8214

That the House insist upon its disagreement to the amendments
of the Senate Nos. 7, 8, and 9.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amendment
?én the Senate No. 14 and concur therein with an amendment, as

OWs:

In lieu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert:

*“BEc. 4. (a) The provisions of the following sections of Part IT
of the legislative appropriation act, fiscal year 1933, are hereby
continued in full force and effect during the fiscal year ending
June 30, 1934, namely, sections 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107
(except paragraph (5) of subsection (a) thereof), 108, 109, 113,
201, 203, 205, 206 (except subsection (a) thereof), 211, 214, 218,
304, 315, 317, 318, and 323, and, for the purpose of continuing such
sections, in the application of such sections with respect to the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, the £1933 ' shall be read
as '1934°; the figures *1934' as ‘1035'; and the figures *1935°
as ‘1936 ", and, in the case of sections 102 and 203, the figures
©1932° shall be read as *1933°'; except that in the application
of such sections with respect to the fiscal year ending June 30,
1934 (but not with respect to the fiscal year ending June 30, 1933),
the following amendments shall apply:

“(1) Section 104 (a) is amended by striking out the period at
the end thereof and inserting a semicolon and the following:
‘and (12) special-delivery messengers in the Postal Service,’; and
section 105 (d) (2) is amended by adding at the end thereof the
following ‘special-delivery messengers in the Postal Service, but
in the case of such messengers, the sum of $400 shall not be
included in the calculation of the rate of their compensation for
the purposes of this title;".

*“(2) Sectlon 106 is amended by striking out ‘except judges
whose compensation may not, under the Constitution, be dimin-
ished during their continuance in office’ and inserting in lieu
thereof ‘except judges, whose compensation, prior to retirement
or resignation, could not, under the Constitution, have been
diminished '.

“{3) Bection 216 is amended by out the period at the
end thereof and inserting in lieu thereof a colon and the follow-
ing: ‘' Provided further, That no employee under the classified civil
service shall be furloughed under the provisions of this section
for a total of more than 80 days during the fiscal year 1934, except
after full and complete compliance with all the provisions of the
civik ?enrlce laws and regulations relating to reductions in per-
sonnel.’

“(4) Bection 317 is amended by striking out the period at the
end thereof and inserting in lieu thereof a colon and the follow-
ing: ‘Provided jfurther, That no part of any appropriation for
* public works,” nor any part of any allotment or portion available
for “ public works " under any appropriation, shall be transferred
pursuant to the authority of this section to any appropriation for
expenditure for personnel unless such personnel is required upon
or in connection with " public works.” *“ Public works" as used
in this section shall comprise all projects falling in the general
classes enumerated in Budget Statement No. 9, pages A177 to A182,
inclusive, of the Budget for the fiscal year 1934, and shall also
include the procurement of new airplanes and the construction of
vessels under appropriations for *“Increase of the Navy." The
interpretation by the Director of the Bureau of the Budget, or by
the President in the cases of the War Department and the Navy
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ent, of *“public works,” as defined and designated herein,
shall be conclusive.’

“(b) All acts or parts of acts inconsistent or in conflict with
the provisions of such sections, as amended, are hereby suspended
sﬂu:cb:g the period in which such sections, as amended, are in

“(c) No court of the United States shall have jurisdiction of any
suit against the United States or (unless brought by the United
States) against any officer, agency, or instrumentality of the
United States arising out of the application, as provided in this
section, of such sections 101, 102, 103, 104, 105, 106, 107, 108, 109,
or 112, as amended, unless such suit involves the Constitution of
the United States.

“(d) The appropriations or portions of appropriations unex-
pended by reason of the operation of the amendments made in
subsection (a) of this section shall not be used for any purpose,
but shall be impounded and returned to the

“(e) Each permanent specific annual g pmpriation available
during the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, is hereby reduced for
that fiscal year by such estimated amount as the Director of the
Bureau of the Budget may determine will be equivalent to the
savings that will be effected in such approprl.at!on by reason of
the application of this section and section 7.

“ 8ec. 5. Effective the first day of the month next following the
passage of this act, in the application of Title I of Part II of the
legislative appropriation act, fiscal year 1933, and section 4 of this
act, in any case where the annual rate of compensation of any
position is in excess of $1,000, the provisions reducing compensa-
tion shall not operate to reduce the fotal amount paid for any
month to any incumbent of any such position unless the total
amount earned by such incumbent in such month exceeds $83.33:
Provided, That any such reduction made in any case where the
total amount earned by any such incumbent in any month exceeds
$83.33 shall not operate to reduce the total amount to be paid to
such incumbent for such month to less than $83.33.

“8Ec. 6. (a) Bections 103 and 215 of the legislative appropriation
act, fiscal year 1933, shall be held applicable to the officers and
employees of the Panama Canal and Panama Rallroad Co. on
the Isthmus of Panama, and to officers and employees of the
United States (including enlisted personnel) holding official
station outside the continental United States, only to the extent
of depriving each of them of one month's leave of absence with
pay during each of the fiscal years ending June 30, 1933, and
June 30, 1934,

“(b) During the fiscal year 1934 deductions on account of legis-
lative furlough shall be made each month from the compensa-
tion of each officer or employee subject to the furlough provi-
sions of Title I of Part II of the legislative appropriation act,
fiscal year 1933, as continued by section 4 (a) of this act, at the
rate of 8% per cent per month regardless of the number of days
of such furlough actually taken by any such officer or employee
in any month,

“ Bec. 7. No administrative promotions in the civil branch of the
United States Government or the government of the District of
Columbia shall be made during the fiscal year ending June 30,
1934: Provided, That the filling of a vacancy, when authorized
by the President, by the appointment of an employee of a lower
grade, shall not be construed as an administrative promotion, but
no such appointment shall increase the compensation of such
employee to a rate in excess of the minimum rate of the grade
to which such employee is appointed, unless such minimum rate
would require an actual reduction in compensation: Provided
further, That the restoration of employees to their former grades
or their advancement to intermediate grades following reductions
of compensation for disciplinary reasons shall not be construed
to be administrative promotions for the purposes of this section.
The provisions of this section shall not apply to commissioned,
commissioned warrant, warrant, and enlisted personnel, and cadets,
of the Coast Guard.

“ Sec. 8. All officers and employees of the Unlted States Govern-
ment or of the government of the District of Columbia who had
reached the retirement age prescribed for automatic separation
from the service on or before July 1, 1932, and who were continued
in active service for a period of less than 30 days after June 30,
1932, pursuant to an Executive order issued under authority of
section 204 of Part II of the legislative appropriation act, fiscal
year 1933, shall be regarded as having been retired and entitled
to annuity beginning with the day following the date of separa-
tion from active service, instead of from August 1, 1932, and the
Administrator of Veterans' Affairs is hereby authorized and directed
to make payments accordingly from the civil service retirement
and disability fund.

“8ec, 9. The allowance provided for in the act entitled “An act
to permit payments for the operation of motor cycles and auto-
mobiles used for necessary travel on official business, on a mileage
basis in lieu of actual operating expenses,” approved February
14, 1931 (U. 8. C., SBupp. V, title 5, sec. 73a), for travel ordered
after the date of enactment of this act shall not exceed 2 cents
per mile in the case of travel by motor cycle or 5 cents per mile
in the case of travel by automobile.

*“ 8ec. 10. Whenever by or under authority of law actual expenses
for travel may be allowed to officers or employeee of the United
States, such allowances, in the case of travel ordered after the
date of enactment of this act, shall not exceed the lowest first-
class rate by the transportation facility used in such travel.

“8gc.11. Prom and after the date of enactment of this act,
the provisions of the act of March 38, 1831 (U. 8. C., SBupp. V,
title 5, sec. 26a), shall not apply to any employees of the Veterans'
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Administration homes, hospitals, or' combined facilities where, In
the discretion of the Administrator of Veterans’ Affairs, the
public interest requires that such employees should be excepted
from the provisions thereof. As to those employees excepted from

the provisions of the act of March 3, 1931, seven hours shall con-'

stitute a workday on Saturday, and labor in excess of four hours
on Saturdays shall not entitle such employees to an equal ghorten-
ing of the workday on some other day or to additional compen-
sation therefor.

“Sec. 12. Assignments of officers of the Army, Navy, or Marine
Corps to permanent duty in the Philippines, on the Asiatic station,
or in China, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, or the Panama Canal Zone shall
be for not less than three years. No such officer shall be trans-
ferred to duty in the continental United States before the expira-
tion of such period unless the health of such officer or the public
interest requires such transfer, and the reason for the transfer
shall be stated in the order such transfer,

“ Sec. 13. The act entitled “An act to provide for deducting any
debt due the United States from any judgment recovered against
the United States by such debtor,” approved March 3, 1875 (U. 8.
C,, title 81, sec. 227), is hereby amended to read as follows:

**‘That when any final judgment recovered against the United
States duly allowed by legal authority shall be presented to the
comptroller General of the United States for payment, and the
plaintiff therein shall be Indebted to the United States in any
manner, whether as principal or surety, it shall be the duty of
the Comptroller General of the United States to withhold payment
of an amount of such judgment equal to the debt thus due to the
United States; and if such plaintiff assents to such set-off, and
discharges his judgment or an amount thereof equal to said debt,
the Comptroller General of the United States shall execute a
discharge of the debt due from the plaintiff to the United States.
But if such plaintiff denies his indebtedness to the United States,
or refuses to consent to the set-off, then the Comptroller General
of the United States shall withhold payment of such further
amount of such judgment, as in his opinion will be sufficient to
cover all legal charges and costs in prosecuting the debt of the
United States to final judgment, And if such debt is not already
in suit, it ghall be the duty of the Comptroller General of the
United States to cause legal proceedings to be immediately com-
menced to enforce the same, and to cause the same to be pros-
ecuted to final judgment with all reasonable dispatch. And if in
such action judgment shall be rendered against the United States,
or the amount recovered for debt and costs shall be less than the
amount so withheld as before provided, the balance shall then be
paid over to such plaintiff by such Comptroller General of the
United States with 6 per cent interest thereon for the time it
has been withheld from the plaintiff.’

“ Bgc. 14. All laws providing for permanent specific annual appro-
priations are hereby modified so that, after June 30, 1934, in lieu
of the appropriations made therein, the sums available for the
purposes of such laws shall be such sums (not exceeding the
amounts now provided in such laws) as may hereafter be provided
therefor from time fo time by Congress.

“Sec. 15. Section 322 of Part II of the legislative appropriation
act, fiscal year 1833, is amended by adding at the end of the
section the following proviso: ‘: Provided further, That the pro-
visions of this section as applicable to rentals, shall apply only
where the rental to be paid shall exceed $2,000 per annum.’'

“ Sec. 16. Title IV of Part II of the legislative appropriation act,
fiscal year 1933, is amended to read as follows:

“¢TrrLe IV—REORGANIZATION OF EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENTS
““ ¢ DECLARATION OF STANDARD

“‘Sec. 401. The Congress hereby declares that a serious emer-
gency exists by reason of the general economic depression; that it
is imperative to reduce drastically governmental expenditures; and
that such reduction may be accomplished in great measure by
proceeding immediately under the provisions of this title.

* ‘Accordingly, the President shall investigate the present or-
ganization of all executive and administrative agencies of the
Government anlm 1&6@“133 what changes thereln are neces-
sary to accomp e owing purposes:

“‘(a) To reduce expenditures to the fullest extent consistent
with the efficlent operation of the Government;

“‘(b) To increase the efficiency of the operations of the Gov-
ernment to the fullest extent practicable within the revenues;

“*‘(¢) To group, coordinate, and consolidate executive and ad-
ministrative agencies of the Government, as nearly as may be,
according to major purposes;

**(d) To reduce the number of such agencies by consolidating
those having similar functions under a single head, and by
abolishing such agencles and/or such functions thereof as may
not be necessary for the efiicient conduct of the Government;

“‘(e) To eliminate overlapping and duplication of effort; and

“{(f) To segregate regulatory agencies and functions from
those of an administrative and executive character.

“* DEFINITION OF EXECUTIVE AGENCY

“‘Sec. 402, When used in this title, the term *“ executive
agency” means any commission, independent establishment,
board, bureau, division, service, or office in the executive branch
of the Government and, except as provided in section 403, includes
the executive departments.

“‘ POWER OF PRESIDENT

“‘8gc, 403. Whenever the President, after investigation, shall
find and declare that any regrouping, consolidation, transfer, or
abolition of any executive agency or agencies and/or the functions
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thereof is necessary to accomplish any of the purposes set forth
in section 401 of this title, he may by Executive order—

“‘(a) Transfer the whole or any part of any executive agency
and/or the functions thereof to the jurisdiction and control of
any other executive agency;

“*‘(b) Consolidate the functions wvested in any executive
agency, or

“*(c) Abolish the whole or any part of any executive agency
and/or the functions thereof; and

“i(d) Designate and fix the name and functions of any con-
solidated activity or executive agency and the title, powers, and
duties of its executive head; except that the President shall not
have authority under this title to abolish or transfer an executive
department and/or all the functions thereof.

“*BSec. 404, The President’s order directing any transfer, con-
solidation, or elimination under the provisions of this title shall
also make provision for the transfer or other disposition of the
records, property (including office equipment), and personnel,
affected by such transfer, consolidation, or elimination. In any
case of a transfer or consolidation under the provisions of this
title, the President’s order shall also make provision for the
transfer of such unexpended balances of appropriations available
for use in connection with the function or agency transferred or
consolidated, as he deems necessary by reason of the transfer or
consolidation, for use in connection with the transferred or con-
solidated function or for the use of the agency to which the
transfer is made or of the agency resulting from such
consolidation. :

“* SAVING PROVISIONS

“'Sec. 405, (a) All orders, rules, regulations, permits, or other
privileges made, issued, or granted by or in t of any
executive agency or function transferred or consolidated with
any other executive agency or function under the provisions of this
title, and in effect at the time’of the transfer or consolidation,
shall continue in effect to the same extent as if such transfer or
consolidation had not occurred, until modified, superseded, or

repealed.

“f(b) No suit, action, or other proceeding lawfully commenced
by or against the head of any executive agency or other officer
of the United States, in his official capacity or in relation to the
discharge of his official duties, shall abate by reason of any trans-
fer of authority, power, and duties from one officer or executive
agency of the Government to another under the provisions of
this title, but the court, on motion or supplemental petition filed
at any time within 12 months after such transfer takes effect,
showing a necessity for a survival of such suit, action, or other
proceeding to obtain a settlement of the questions involved, may
allow the same to be maintained by or against the head of the
executive agency or other officer of the United States to whom
the authority, powers, and duties are transferred.

“*(e) All laws relating to any executive agency or function
transferred or consolidated with any other executive agency or
function under the provisions of this title, shall, in so far as
such laws are not inapplicable, remain in full force and effect,
and shall be administered by the head of the executive agency to
which the transfer is made or with which the consolidation Is
effected.

“‘ WINDING UP AFFAIRS OF AGENCIES

“‘Sgc. 406. In the case of the elimination of any executive
agency or function, the President’s order providing for such
elimination shall make provision for winding up the affairs of
the executive agency eliminated or the affairs of the executive
agencybewith respect to the functions eliminated, as the case
ma; 3

4 ! EFFECTIVE DATE OF EXECUTIVE ORDER

“*8gc, 407. Whenever the President makes an Executive order
under the provisions of this title, such Executive order shall be
submitted to the Congress while in session and shall not become
effective until after the expiration of 60 calendar days after such
transmission, unless Congress shall by law provide for an earlier
effective date of such Executive order or orders: Provided, That
if Congress shall adjourn the expiration of 60 calendar days from
the date of such transmission such Executive order shall not
become effective until after the expiration of 60 calendar days
n-onix the opening day of the next succeeding regular or special
session.

“* APPROPRIATIONS IMPOUNDED

“*‘Sec. 408. The appropriations or portions of appropriations
unexpended by reason of the operation of this title shall not be
used for any purpose but shall be impounded and returned to
the Treasury. i

! TERMINATION OF POWER

“!8ec, 409. The authority granted to the President under sec-
tion 403 shall terminate upon the expiration of two years after
the date of enactment of this act unless otherwise provided by

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 15 and concur therein with an
amendment as follows:

In lleu of the matter inserted by said amendment insert *17.”

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ment of the Senate numbered 16, and concur therein with
amendments, as follows:

In line 1 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out
“22" and insert “18";

In lines 2, 8, and 16 of the matter inserted by said amendment,
after “ authorized,” insert in each instance “ and directed ; and




1933

In line 10 of the matter inserted by said amendment strike out
“appeal ” and insert “a writ of certiorarl sought.”

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend-
ments of the Senate numbered 17 and 18, and concur therein.

Mr. ODDIE. I move that the Senate disagree to the
amendments of the House to the amendments of the Senate
numbered 1, 14, 15, and 16, that it further insist upon its
amendments in disagreement (being amendments Nos. 1
to 16, inclusive), and ask a further conference with the
House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon,
and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of the
Senate.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, it is my understand-
ing that the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr, AusTIN]
wanted to offer a motion at the proper time before the
conferees were appointed, for the purpose of instructing
them. May I ask the Senator from Nevada whether he
has conferred with the Senator from Vermont?

Mr. ODDIE. No, I have not conferred with him to-day,
although I am agreeable to that course and am in agree-
ment with the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AusTIN] Tre-
garding his amendment.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, If the Senator is going to insist
upon his motion at this time, I would feel compelled to
suggest the absence of a quorum, in the absence of the
junior Senator from Vermont.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I do not yield for that
purpose. I must decline to yield any further.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Louisi-
ana has the floor and declines to yield further.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, I regret to have to take
the time of the Senate at this late day in the session when
we have only a few days left with so many very important
bills pending, but inasmuch as I asked for the investigation
I feel it my duty, after having heard a number of speeches
made against continuing the investigation or at any rate
against furnishing more funds to continue the investigation,
to submit some remarks.

The conditions in Louisiana for the last several years
have been such that I was warned and so were my friends
that there would not be an honest election. After the
primary election, had I not believed that I had a majority
of the people of the State of Louisiana voting for me, I
should not have protested; but I am satisfied that I had,
and from every nook and corner of the State and from the
most highly respectable citizens of the State, I have received
letters and affidavits informing me of the manner in which
the primary election was conducted. I did not care to claim
anything in that election for myself, but I did file a protest.
I am not claiming to have been nominated and I could not
claim to have been elected, if I care to do so, because this
was a primary election, but I do claim that the other can-
didate was not fairly nominated, and not only that, but I
claim he was nominated by fraud, trickery, corruption, in-
timidation, and by every method known to the racketeer in
this country.

It is said here that the evidence adduced before the in-
vestigating committee is not relevant. Well, Mr. President,
I shall recite first a few of the facts that are in the record.
I am amazed that Senators, with the experience they all
have had, should come to any sort of a conclusion except
that which the investigating committee should submit to
them, when there are 2,400 pages of evidence which no one
has read up to now, because it is not printed. The com-
mittee heard it, however, and I heard every word of that
testimony in person. It is shown that the junior Senator
from the State of Louisiana selected Mr. OVERTON as a can-
didate to oppose me; that he selected the managers to man-
age that campaign, and that he then and there took charge
and made of those managers nothing but clerks and he
himself managed the campaign, and all the time in company
of Representative OverTON, who claims to have been
nominated.

The junior Senator from Louisiana says that his organiza-
tion raised the funds for that campaign. Representative
OverTON's report to the investigating committee was that
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he spent befween four hundred and five hundred dollars in
that campaign for personal expenses, and that the Louisiana
Democratic Association had taken charge and raised the
funds and expended them.

Then the committee asked him who were the officers of
the Louisiana Democratic Association, and he said he did
not know. And, Mr. President, he could not know, as I shall
show in a few moments. Nobody knew. Here is the testi-
mony of the junior Senator from Louisiana himself before
the first hearing held by the Senator from Texas [Mr, CoN-
waLLyY] and the Senator from New Mexico [Mr, BrRaTTON].
In that hearing here is what Senator Long said:

We want to join that view—

Making an observation as to what had been said before—

and state that we were the first ones who tried to stop it.
135113301‘ BrarToN. You refer to the Louisiana Democratic Asso-
ciation?

Senator Loneg. Yes, sir.

Senator Bratron. Will you tell us who is the president and
secretary of that association?

Senator Long. It did not have any president. It was an or-
ganization I formed to defeat the regulars during the impeach-
ment in 1929, In other words, the old New Orleans organization
took over my organization.

Then there is a dash, showing that he hesitated—

Major Sullivan was my leader. Mr. Rightor and I were sleeping
in the same political bed then.

Mr. Rightor was representing me at that hearing, and he
said:

No, sir; I never voted for you in my life, Senator, and I never
slept in the same bed, and never will,

Senator BratronN. This association did not function in this
recent primary?

Senator Lonec. Oh, yes; yes.

Senator BratroN. Who directed that organization?

Senator Long, Well, it was directed by—

And there are a few dashes.
It was just used—

And there are some more dashes—

t.hi would say thnt the head of it would have been myself and
tt

Dashes again—

We had two campalgn managers, Mr. Peltler and Mr. Ellender,
We never thought about a treasurer until Senator HoweLL wired
us and asked who he was.

Before I proceed further I want to give the date of that
testimony. It was on October 5.

In 1928 there was what you might say—

Senator Long continuing—

what was known as the Old Regulars and the New ars.
Now, the New Regulars and the Old Regulars coalesced, and that
left me with what you say those who stayed with me, and I named
mine during the impeachment, the Louisiana Democratic Associa-
tion. We didn't have many people at the naming of it, and we
were pretty well in control, and never thought of naming officers.

Senator ConwaLLy. This Democratic association of which Brar-
ToN inquired, does it collect money for campaign funds?

Senator Lone. Yes; they collected some money.

Senator CoNwnNaLLY. Did it do that during the last senatorial
campaign?

Senator Lowne. Yes; it didn't collect much, but we collected it
for them.

Senator CoNwaLLy. You mean for the association?

Senator Lone. I collected money that I gave the association.

Benator Conwarry. To the Democratic association?

Senator Long. Yes; and various other people did. It might not
have gone through any officer, but we paid the bills. We collected
about $13,000.

We want this investigation to continue, Mr, President,
because we have established that in certain departments
which we have had time to cover, 8 and 10 per cent assess-
ments were made in the month of September, and we have
the names of other departments that are already in the
record where it can be shown that $77,000 were collected in

the month of September for political purposes in the cam-
paign against me. Of course the other side claims other-

Senator ConwarrLy. That is, these expense items show on this
file here?
Senator Lowne. Yes, sir.
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That was the last report made by Peltier and Ellender,
the managers, or supposed to be the managers, for Repre-
sentative OVERTON.

Senator ConwmaLLy. And that money was largely collected by
the Democratic organization.

Senator Lowc. Yes, sir; the members of it contributed.

Then he goes on to describe how they raised the money,
accounting for $13,000.

Representative OvertTon reported to the committee that
he expended between $400 and $500 during that campaign
in paying his personal expenses, and that he had no other
expenses. Traveling with him and the junior Senator from
Louisiana were one or two high-sounding trucks with phono-
graphs, loud speakers, and platforms on top where shows
and circuses could be held, carrying the occupants and the
helpers inside of these trucks that may have cost anywhere
from $10,000 to $15,000 each. The same trucks he took
across the line into Arkansas, followed by a highway truck
carrying printed literature, to be used in Arkansas, and
escorted by a retinue of 15 or 16 armed men all the time.
He even brought gunmen for his personal guard into the very
presence of the senatorial committee, and then he comes
here and calls them policemen.

Nobody knew what this organization was. No one claimed
to be an officer of it until the committee demanded that
theéy give the names of the officers, and within a few days
after the first session was held by the committee we find
that they have a new president, Mr. Robert Maestri, and
that they then have an organization. However, up to this
time there were no officers, and Maestri's account as filed
in the record accounts for but very little of Representative
OVERTON’s campaign expenditures, but goes back to the cam-
paign held in January, 1932, when the governor of the State
was elected, because they-had been found out collecting
money and forcing employees, even those earning the lowest
salaries, wage earners, to contribute 10 per cent of their
pay. That is in the record. They wanted to account for
that and they said, “ We gave $300,000 fo the unemployed;
we paid the deficit of the Allen campaign, and we had so
much that we gave it to Representative OvERTON’S campaign.
However, Mr. President, they had no officers during that
time; they had no officers for some time after the 5th of
October, when the demand was made by the committee that
they name them.

During all that interval, during the last four or five years,
there was a man who is the manager of the Roosevelt Hotel,
named Weiss. He festified in the last hearing that he is
the “ clearing house,” that he collects the money and dis-
burses it. When he was asked how did he collect it, how
did he disburse it, he said in cash. He was asked why he
did that. He said that he did not have to deposit it. Asked
for a reason, he told the committee many different times
that it was none of their business. He was a “ clearing
house.” To him all the money was brought, and he dis-
bursed the money. We want to find out, and it can be
found out, what these moneys were, where they came from,
and where they went.

Let no man on this floor think that this is a fight
against the junior Senator from Louisiana; but Represent-
ative OvErTON can not be separated from the junior Sena-
tor from Louisiana, because Representative OvErTON never
would have been a candidate nor would he have made a
campaign, except by the side of the junior Senator from
Louisiana, who managed his fight and disbursed the
money directly or through Weiss,

We want to show the system and the methods used in
robbing elections in the State of Louisiana, which has been
going on for a little while, in order to show that the nomi-
nation of Representative OverTon is tainted with fraud.

Who, in this Chamber, would take the attitude that he
would stop a judge halfway in a case and tell him to ren-
der a decision? I have seen cases based on a written con-
tract where the court has stopped the proceeding; but
when fraud and corruption are charged the rules of evi-
dence are thrown wide open, and they do not apply, and
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every avenue that might shed light upon the question is
open to investigation.

Shall this committee be held to strict proof such as would
be required under a writfen contract? Fraud never could
be discovered in that way; and the law specifically pro-
vides that where fraud and corruption or intimidation are
alleged, other things can be done besides following those
rules, and any remedy is available that the presiding officer
thinks is justified in arriving at a conclusion; but the Senate
can not stop this investigation halfway. It would have been
better not to have started it at all than to do that.

What are you going to do with Weiss, who defies the Sen-
ate of the United States? Do you propose to stop these
hearings and let him stand out brazenly boasting that he
has defied the Senate of the United States?

Some of the Senators, I understand, have stated that the
matters offered were irrelevant. The junior Senator from
Louisiana made certain selected extracts from 2,400 pages
of testimony, which he read to the Senate. Any case can
be proved out of 2,400 pages.

Some have said to me that the question of Indian blood
was brought in. That is untrue. The only time that came
up was when the brother of the junior Senator from Louis-
iana was asked a question, and he volunteered the statement
that his brother, the junior Senator, would even pretend to
have Indian blood to get votes. It was not asked by the
investigator or by the committee. Nobody went into that.
Nobody went into anything that I think is improper.

May I say to the Senate that there are five members of
this committee. Not one of them can say I spoke to him
about the result of this investigation. Not one of them
can say that I ever asked him anything except as to dates
of meetings. I never tried fo approach them. I never saw
General Ansell until I reached New Orleans and got into the
chamber where the hearings were held. I have not seen him
since. I held no conversation with him other than at the
counsel table inside of the committee room in New Orleans.
Their theory of this case is one that they have evolved
themselves, without any suggestion from me.

How could Representative OveErToNn ignore the fact that
money was being spent for him when he was traveling in
high-priced cars with the junior Senator from Louisiana,
escorted by a bunch of followers in high-priced cars, fol-
lowed by highway trucks carrying literature for Jomw H.
OverTON and other candidates? Where did he think the
cost came from—from heaven? §Still, he says he never in-
quired. Just the other day he was asked again, *“ Who are
the officers of the Louisiana Democratic Association? ” and
he said he did not know. He does not know yet, except that
he read that Mr. Maestri had been elected, and then Doctor
O'Hara. What they wish to do, may I say, Mr. President,
is, after the foundation has been laid to connect Congress-
man OverToN with this, to stop these hearings; and that is
the effort that is being made here.

I have yet to speak to a single Senator, save probably one,
about this matter. I have done what I conceived to be my
duty, and I have confidence in the Members of the Senate.
I know that if they permit this investigating committee to
continue their work they will do what the engineer speaks
of as tying the ends. The evidence is already found. The
witnesses are known. What needs to be done now is merely
to call them up. The expense of finding them has been
incurred. If is known where they are. It is known who
they are. It is known what they know. Then why not let
the committee go back there and finish up this matter.

I do not believe there is a single Senator on this floor
who, if charged with matters such as I have charged against
Representatives Overron, would stand for anybody’s making
any suggestion that the hearings be stopped. I myself, and
all of you, would be demanding that they complete the
investigation. If he is innocent, let this committee continue
and prove him innocent. If we stop here it will be a mark
against him the rest of his life.

I have nothing against Representative Overron. I went
to school with him. He has voted for me every time I ran;
but he has fallen into bad company, and there are many
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others in my State, unfortunately, who have. I can tell you,
however, why he does not take that stand. He has a coun-
sel, and the counsel is resorting to the same tricks that he
has been resorting to in Louisiana for a long time. There
is a big show on, and he is going back and starting little
side shows.

When the legislature—the Senator’s legislature, then gov-
ernor—authorized a committee to investigate the highway
department, he vetoed the bill. He will not have any of
that. In the last general election in the city of New Orleans,
with not a candidate against the Democratic candidates,
with no opposition, there were, however, constitutional
amendments that had to be carried; and the junior Senator
from Louisiana holds the machine that can count these
votes. What did he do? In a fight where a justice of the
supreme court was running, where a Senator was to be
elected, where the Members of the House were to be elected,
where every judicial officer in the city of New Orleans was
to be elected, still, when they counted the votes on election
day, without opposition, they found that 2,000 votes had been
cast more than were cast in the election of all the above
candidates; and in that election they had cast about 20,000
more than they should, probably 30,000.

What did he do? The district attorney of the city of
New Orleans ordered four of the boxes brought to the grand
jury. What did they show? Take a ward with 17 precincts:
They are all published. They will all be in this record if
they are not in there now. For the amendment, 385; against,
none. There were 17 of them the same way, ward after ward
and precinet after precinct. So the attorney general, elected
on the junior Senator’s ticket, goes over to the grand jury
room and tells the district attorney to step out; that he is
going to take charge of that matter. Under the law he has
that authority; and he tells the newspapers that the dis-
trict attorney insisted that he write him a letter. He said,
“ He can not investigate that. It might prevent the sale of
the bonds.” It was not a question of whether it was crooked
or not. So that is the kind of trick that has inveigled Repre-
sentative OverToN into demanding that this thing be not
completed.

The junior Senator blocked his own impeachment, which
I shall come to very soon. The things that I should like to
refer to are too numerous to mention.

The other day it was stated on this floor that the Brous-
sArD element did not expect to win. That is untrue. The
Senator talks about an arbitration committee. Well, an
arbitration committee of such followers as are drawn at the
time for that particular purpose can not displace commis-
sioners such as these. It is said that their report shows that
it was a quiet election. If there are five commissioners
against me, what complaint could there be? And if is in this
record how many precincts there were where I had no repre-
sentation, not only in the city of New Orleans but in 33 of
the parishes of the State, containing over two-thirds of the
people of the State of Louisiana.

The Senator talks about reducing the State pay roll. That
is what we want to prove. We have already laid the basis
to prove an increase. If he reduced the pay roll, why does
he not let us show that to the committee? Why does he
want the committee to stop investigating?

I want to cover the question of dummy candidates, because
I do not think that is understood by many people outside of
Louisiana. Those who are not here I hope will read it.

The junior Senator says that he put up dummy candidates
because the other side had done so. In the parish of East
Baton Rouge, in one ward, they put up 13 candidates for
the school board.

The other candidate he refers to as St. Amant. I do not
know St. Amant. He was running for the public-service
commission, and he campaigned for a while, but after a while
he withdrew when he saw he had no chance. What did
they do? They put up nine candidates for the public-utilities
commission against a candidate named LeBlanc, the district
covering 29 parishes (counties).

The junior Senator has cited the fact that the supreme
court had held against withdrawing those candidates, deny-

ing them the right to name commissioners. In all those
cases cited by him the filing of the suit was after the draw-
ing of the commissioners, when there was so little time left
that the supreme court said, “ There will be no time to draw
new commissioners. Therefore we will let the present com-
missioners stand.”

In this case, however, the day after the nominations
closed suit was filed and Judge Butler was the presiding
judge. These dummy candidates were called before the
court, and they admitted that they were not candidates.
One of them, Hoffman, admitted that, and the attorneys
admitted that all the rest would testify in the same way.
They were not candidates, but they had been asked to go
on the ticket in order to furnish commissioners, so Judge
Butler ruled that they had no right to and enjoined them
from filing commissioners.

This matter went before the supreme court, and the su-
preme court had ample time and did decide before the elec-
tion this very case. On that supreme court there are seven
judges. Judge Land was in Europe. There were six judges
sitting. One of them was a brother of Representative
OverTON. Another was Judge St. Paul, who took the posi-
tion that they had no jurisdiction. Of course, Judge Overton
should not have sat in that case. Judge St. Paul was a
candidate for the supreme court himself at that very election,
and they had for just one office down there in Orleans 13
candidates for judge in order to get commissioners. Judge
St. Paul sat there, and three of the judges wanted to agree
with Judge Butler's decision.

Much fto my regret, I found myself in a position to have
to denounce Judge Overton and Judge St. Paul, and I did
it all over the State; and the junior Senator from Louisiana,
after I made a statement, distorted it, and he did that on
this floor again.

I made this statement on the stump, and made it in every
town I went to. I said:

If I had a brother on the supreme court of this State and I
could not convince him that honor compelled him to retire from

that case, I would be so ashamed of myself for him that I would
withdraw from the race.

He said the other day that I said I was not a serious
candidate, and that I expected to withdraw. Nevertheless,
Judge Overton sat on that case and Judge St. Paul sat on
that case, and they brought in Judge Higgins, and he deliv-
ered the opinion, saying the court had no jurisdiction.

Mr. President, I want to tell the Senate what the court
said, notwithstanding they decided against LeBlanc. I want
to read what they said. I want to show what these dummy
candidates admitted. The court had held before that, if a
man says he is a candidate, that statement can not be
questioned. If he claims he is, one can not say he is not.
But here is the judgment of the supreme court. It said:

On the trial of the rule nisi the respondent judge, after having
heard argument upon the exceptions, reserved his ruling, declar-
ing that his conclusions in that respect would be thereafter
announced, and proceeded to try the rule on the merits. During
the course of the trial the plaintiff called one of the defendants,
Edward R. Hoffman, to the stand for the purpose of cross-exami-
nation. He was asked concerning his good faith in offering for the
position of public-service commissioner. His counsel promptly
objected, upon the ground that the testimony sought to be elicited
was not responsive to any of the allegations of the petition, and
upon the further ground that the court was without jurisdiction
to inguire into the bona fides of the defendants. These objections
were overruled, whereupon counsel for the defendants admitted,
subject to his objections, and with a reservation of his rights
under his exceptions, " that the witness on the stand, if examined
in this case, and the other three defendants in this case, if placed
on the stand and examined, would testify in accordanee to the
allegations of fact contained in the plaintifi's petition, except as
to those allegations of a conspiracy among themselves.”

The other dummies lived and had to be sued in another
parish.

The court said then:

In other words, it was admitted that none of the four—

That is, four in one county.

In other words, it was admitted that none of the four defend-
ants were bona fide candidates in the respect that they had no
intention to run for the offices for which they had announced,
and had qualified merely for the purpose of putting additional
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names on the list from which the commissioners of election were
to be drawn for the purpose of favoring a candidate other than
the plaintiff in this case.

The court further said:

To countenance the practice here resorted to would lend judicial
sanction to the destruction of the objects and purposes of the
primary law, the most important of which is to insure fairness in
primary elections,

But they decided the other way.

Mr. President, in answer to the concluding part of the
speech of the junior Senator from Louisiana on Tuesday,
I wish to insert some doggerel here, except that I want to
delete the last word. I would like to have it inserted in the
Recorp at this place.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. RusseLL in the chair).
Is there objection?

There being no objection, the matter was ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Thursday, May 19, 1932]
“1 TOLD YOU S0[" LIARS AND EGOTISTS ARE ALLIED

By John J, Daly

I told you so!

I knew it all the time.

I have Inside information.

I—Ego—am a great guy because I think so. As a man thinketh
80 is he, Iam convinced that I am imperial,

I know all there is to know—on any subject. That is why I am
privileged to Intrude on other peoples’ preserves, into their private
business. I am a sacred person.

102 D i b B

The I has It.

It is natural that I should figure so prominently in human
aflairs, See who I am. Iam the Great, I am.

I am a manl

All the world centers about my person, my activities, my hopes,
my ambitions, aspirations, my desires. I control the universe.
The sun shines for me. I am the reason why flowers bloom,
shedding their fragrance for me. I am the listener to the songs
of the birds. For me the moon shines and the stars twinkle.
The earth turns on its axis once every 24 hours because I must be
kept in motion.

I am the cause of the seasons' changes—the summer warmth to
soothe me; the showers of spring to bathe me; the fruits of
autumn to comfort me; the blasts of winter to stir my royal
blood. I have the day for my endeavors and the night for sleep.
For me the ocean pulsates, and I am covered by the vaulted
canopy of heaven, the sky. I am the biggest factor in life.

There is no other. Even when I pray I place myself before the
Supreme Being—*“1 believe in God, the Father Almighty, Creator
of heaven and earth,” who put all these magnificent gifts at my
service, that I should be happy in this world and in ecstasy for-
ever, In the next.

Here I am a citizen, a gentleman, and a scholar. There I shall
be an archangel. I shall own my own ark, a celestial bark, and
I will be the captain.

I know more than anybody else—professors, teachers, preachers,
students, and statesmen. To me all doors are open, for I hold
the key to the book of knowledge. I am all things to all men,
especially in their sorrow and distress. I bring them the will-o’-
the-wisp happiness, if only momentarily, I am everything but
humble. I—

Oh, yes; I almost forgot to say that I am a —,

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, the junior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Crark] the other day said that he ap-
pealed to the committee to go to Missouri, and that they told
him if he had any proof, to send it or to send some evi-
dence. The Senator stated that if they had proof, they
would prosecute in their own State. We can not do that in
Louisiana. The statute of frauds in the primary election
laws were declared unconstitutional, and all efforts made
since that decision have been fruitless, because it has been

killed in the legislature.

: Mr. CLARE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. BROUSSARD. I yield.

Mr, CLARK. I want to call the Senator’s attention to the
fact that what I said was that the essential purpose of such
a committee as the Howell committee, in my view, was to
prevent violations of the law and to supply process for
investigation. In Missouri there was evidence of the exces-
sive use of money on every hand, but, of course, neither the
man putting out the money nor the man handling it desired
to come in and give us an affidavit we could send to the com-
mittee. What we wanted was process to get the testimony.

Mr., BROUSSARD. Mr. President, the first part of my
statement was merely to lay a premise, to make the point
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that in Missouri there is a law under which a man who
violates the election laws of Missouri may be punished, but
we have no such law in Louisiana, and so we can not go
to court in a case like that. The courts have held that the
statute is unconstitutional. The house passed a bill at
the last session, last year, in that regard, but the senate
killed it.

Mr. President, the junior Senator from Louisiana seems
to have concentrated all of his animosity against the coun-
sel of the committee, whom I had never known before this
investigation. But since he believes that the criticism of
counsel in this investigation is material, inasmuch as in
this particular case he is not only a Senator but Congress-
man OVERTON'S counsel, I wish to make this comment. The
Senator says that General Ansell wrote his own commission.
I do not know whether that is true or not. My experience
in the Army—and I have been in the Army—leads me to
say that had he done that, he would not have been per-
mitted to resign. But it comes with poor grace from the
junior Senator, who, in filling out his questionnaire at the
time of the draft, when we entered the World War, repre-
sented himself as a public officer and thus entitled to ex-
emption in the draft. When he had to answer further, he
wrote down that he was a notary public. The local draft
board decided that that did not entitle him to exemption.
Not satisfied with that decision, he appealed to the State
board, and when the State board stood by the local board
he appealed to the Federal board. That is how this docu-
ment is here and is of record in the War Department.

The next charge is that General Ansell represented Berg-
doll as a lawyer. I do not know what significance is to be
given to that, when it is considered that the House did not
act on the report. It was merely a committee report.

Now I wish to place in the Recorp the full text of the
impeachment resolution against Governor Lowg, as carried
in the New Orleans Item of March 26, 1929.

(After reading the first 13 articles:)

Mr. President, this is very long, so I ask that it may be
inserted in the Recorp without further reading.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is so
ordered.

The matter is as follows:

Whereas Huey P. Long, Governor of the State of Louisiana, has
been guilty of high crimes and misdemeanors in office, incompe-
tency, corruption, favoritism, oppression in office, and gross
misconduct: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the House of Representatives of the Legislature of
the State of Louisiana, in open session convened, That the sald
HvueEY P. LonNG be, and he is hereby, impeached for said offenses,
and ordered to be tried by the Senate of the State of Louisiana
gitting as a court of impeachment, as provided in the constitution
of the State;

Resolved further, That the following are hereby adopted by

this house of representatives as the articles of impeachment
against said HuEy P. Lowg, to wit:
ARTICLE 1
That he has used the appointive power of the governor with the
hope of influencing and in the attempt to influence the judiciary
of the State, and has publicly boasted that he controls sald
Judiciary.
ABTICLE 2
That he, the said Hury P. Long, while Governor of the State of
Louisiana, has bribed or attempted to bribe a member or members
of the Btate legislature, contrary to the constitution and laws of
Louisiana and especially Article XIX, section 20, of the constitu-
tion of 1921.
ARTICLE 3
That in violation of the constitution of Louisiana he has habit-
ually required, as a condition to appointment to public office,
slgnatures of appointees to undated resignations, so as to give
him, the said Long, the power of removal of public officers whose
terms are fixed by the constitution or statutes of the State of
Louisiana.
ARTICLE 4
That he has, through himself and through boards controlled
by him, wasted, misused, misapplied, and misappropriated funds
and property of the Sfate of Louisiana.
ARTICLE 5
That he has, through himself and through boards controlled
by him, contracted 1illegal loans for the State of Loulsiana in
viclation of the constitution of the State.
ARTICLE 8
That through himself and through boards controlled by him,
he has removed school officials of the State for purely political
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purposes; and that he has been and is using sald powers for the
purpose of intimidating teachers and pupils in the schools and
educational institutions of the State, to the end of mﬁpreealng
free thought and free expression of opinion and of politicalizing
the educational institutions of the State, including the public
schools,

ARTICLE 7

That he has, in time of peace, and not in aid of or at the
request of civil authorities, and while Governor of the State of
Louisiana, subordinated the civil authorities to the military con-
trary to the provisions of the constitution of the State of Louisi-
ana, and as commander in chief of the State militia, has at-
tempted to impose his own will through the said militia as supe-
rior to the courts of the State without declaring martial law,
causing the said militia to loot and pillage private property and
to take from the person of certain individuals their private prop-
erty, and destroy private property without due process of law,
all without legal authority and contrary to Article I, sections 3,
7. and 14 of the constitution of the State of Louisiana of 1921.

ARTICLE 8

That he has, as Governor of Louisiana, attempted to force of-
ficial bodies in the parishes of the State to follow his dictation
in regard to public litigation, as the price of permitting the
passage of legislation affecting such parishes.

ARTICLE 9

That he habitually carries concealed weapons upon his person,
both in his office and on the public streets and highways of the
State of Louislana, in violation of the laws of the State of
Louisiana.

ARTICLE 10

That he has repeatedly been gullty of violent abuse of officials
of the State of Louisiana, members of public boards of the State,
and private citizens visiting him upon public business.

ARTICLE 11

That he, the said Huey P. Long, while Governor of Louisiana,
has been guilty of gross misconduct in public places throughout
the various parishes of this State, and particularly that he did,
on or about February 12, 1929, in the city of New Orleans, parish
of Orleans, Louisiana, participate in an entertainmenf where in-
toxicating liquor was served to him and to other guests, contrary
to the constitution of the State of Loulsiana and the Constitution
and laws of the United States of America, at which entertainment
the sald Huey P. Lowg, Governor of the State of Louisiana, did
deport himself in a scandalous and indecorous manner, thus
holding up the State of Louisiana to ridicule and shame.

ARTICLE 12
That the same Huey P, Lonc has publicly flouted the Consti-
tution of the United States and of the State of Louisiana and has
to himself the powers of the legislature of the State and
of the committee thereof, and has on occasions commanded the
breaking of the gquorums of sald committees with the purpose in
view of preventing the consideration of proposed legislation by
sald committees.
ARTICLE 13

That he has been guilty of favoritism, in that after plans and
specifications for a refrigerating plant had been submitted and
approved by the officials of the Loulsiana State penitentiary
involving an expenditure of $20,000, and upon the condition
that bids, therefore, should be advertised, he, the said Huey P.
Lowe, ordered the penitentiary officials to divide the order for
sald plant into numerous orders for separate and inoperative
units, the purchase price of which units fell below the sum of
$1,000 rendering public bids unnecessary therefor and gave the
orders therefor to one W. K. Henderson, a personal and political
friend of the said Lone, as is shown and contained in the affidavit
of one Bernard L. Kiernan, published in the daily press of the
Btate of Louisiana, Monday, March 25, 1829, all in violation of the
law and in contravention of the requirements of the law with
reference to the advertisement by public boards of this State for
bid;b clon all material and equipment in an amount in excess of
$1,000.

ARTICLE 14

That the said Huxy P. Lone did while Governor of the State
of Louisiana and in the city of Baton Rouge, and in a public place
on or about the — day of March, 1929, intrude himself upon,
threaten, and attempt to intimidate Charles P. Manship, owner
and publisher of the Daily State Times, a newspaper published in
the city of Baton Rouge, on or about the — day of March, 1929,
and did threaten to make known and to cause to make publicly
known the infirmities of a member of said Manship's family in
his exercise of his rights as a citizen of the State of Louisiana
and in an attempt to suppress the freedom of the press in lawfully
opposing and criticizing certain legislation proposed or pending in
the legislature of Louisiana of the special session of 1929, all of
which being in contempt of the laws of the State of Louisiana,
and particularly denounced as a crime by act number 110 of the
legislature of 1908.

ARTICLE 15

That the sald Huey P. Lowe did, while Governor of the State
of Louisiana and in the City of Baton Rouge, parish of East Baton
Rouge, La., during the months of February and March, 1929, de-
molish and destroy the executive mansion, being the property of
the State of Louisiana and did rage the property to the ground
without legal authority and in violation of his oath of office.
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ARTICLE 16

That the said Huey P. Lowg, while Governor of the State of
Louisiana, and in the city of Baton Rouge, parish of East Baton
Rouge, did destroy or dispose of property belonging to the State
of Louisiana, being the furniture and fixtures then located in the
executive mansion, executive offices, and in the offices of the State
highway commission, the State tax commission, and the super-
visor of public accounts, and he, the said Huey P. LoNe, governor,
has made no accounting for said property thus destroyed or dis-
posed of in violation of law and his oath of office.

ARTICLE 17

That the sald Huey P. Long, while Governor of the State of
Louisiana, and in Baton Rouge, in the parish of East Baton Rouge,
La., in violation of the law and of his oath of office as governor of
the State, and over the objection and protest of the board of
parole of the State of Louisiana, the only lawiul body authorized
to grant paroles to prisoners confined in the State penitentiary,
did, on or about the 12th of November, 1928, parole and discharge
from the State peniftentiary of Loulsiana a convict by the name
of Elmer Dunnington, convicted of the crime of embezzlement in
the parish of Tangipahoa, La., on the 16th day of March, 1925, the
said Dunnington being ineligible for parcle at the time.

ARTICLE 18

That the sald Huey P. LoNG, Governor of the State of Louisiana,
has repeatedly, while both branches of the legislature were in open
session, appeared within the bar of the house and the senate and
intruded® upon the deliberations of each of sald bodies by per-
sonally attempting to impose his own views on the members of
the house and senate as to the merits of the pending legislation,
all iIn violation of the constitution of the State of Louisiana,
which provides for three separate and distinet branches of the
government, and which prohibits the members of each of those
branches from usurping or exercising the duties that belong to
another, thus using the executive power of the State to interfere
with the duties of the legislative branch of the government, all in
violation of the oath taken by the governor of the State.

ARTICLE 19

That he, the said Huey P. Long, while Governor of the State of
Louisiana, in the city of Baton Rouge, and in the parish of East
Baton Rouge, La., did attempt to hire and induce one H. A. Boze-
man to kill and murder one J. Y. Sanders, jr., a member of the
House of Representatives of the State of Louisiana, as shown and
set forth in the sworn statement of H. A. Bozeman of date March
25, 1929,

Wherefore, for the above and diverse other offenses, the house
of representatives demands trial hereof by the senate, duly con-
vened as'a court of impeachment.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, there is an editorial
printed in the New Orleans Item under the heading “ Jekyll
and Hyde ” Long, on March 26, 1929. The editor and the
proprietor of this paper is James M. Thompson, who is now
a great friend of the junior Senator from Louisiana and
was his candidate for Secretary of War, and, by the way, is
a brother-in-law of the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
Crarg]. I ask thai the editorial may be inserted in the
REecorb.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, it is se
ordered. :

The editorial is as follows:

[From the New Orleans Item, March 26, 1929]
“ JEKYLL AND HYDE ” LONG

Of course, last night’s proceeding in the Louisiana House of
Representatives is explained this morning as *all a mistake,
just a bit of misunderstanding as a result of confusion.”

But if the senate had adjourned sine die, on false information
reported to have been conveyed to it from the house, and if the
action attempted by ex-Speaker Fournet, notorious as a political
creature of Governor Long, had stuck with the senate, the house
of representatives would probably have been obliged to go through
months of court proceedings to establish the fact that it had
not been adjourned sine die in spite of the desire of nine-tenths
of its members to remain in session.

In other words. a great body of decent, honest, disinterested
citizens of Louisiana who want the good name and reputation
of the State preserved, could by this trick have been thwarted
in their desires. And to-day they would be the laughing stock
of tricksters, self-seekers, and charlatans who would remain in
control of our State government.

It is a time for honest men to be on guard at Baton Rouge.
It is time for all men to realize that in dealing with Huey Loxe
they are dealing with a man who is neither ordinary or normal.
For a long observation of the public men of our generation we
recall no parallel to this man in either his personal or public
career,

On Bunday, last, Herman P. Deutsch, writing from Baton Rouge
for the Item-Tribune, spoke of Jekyl Lone and Hyde LonNg, com-
paring Governor Long to the famous characters, Doctor Jekyl and
Mr. Hyde. Fit these characters into last night's attempted trickery
on the senate by Mr. Lowne's creatures in charge of the house
machinery. Note how quickly it all becomes a * mistake " as soon
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as the trick falled, and watch the game Lowc plays as the proceed-
ings go on at Baton Rouge.

But healthy, wholesome normalcy seems to be returning to the
legislature—which this extraordinary and abnormal man boasted
in public meeting to be his deck of cards which he could shuffe
and handle as he desired.

Many of these men have been simply temporarily hypnotized,
as have been many others outside the legisiature, by this extra-
ordinary and abnormal man—a person who seems to have no re-
spect whatever for the decent opinion of mankind.

We would caution these men in dealing with Loxg to take most
careful counsel among themselves and to put none but true and
htr}i:dandmmdmenonmdtodealw!thhhmdwim

case.

Normal men and women will be shocked into unbelief when they
read the confession of “ Battling " Bozeman—a political supporter,
personal friend, confidant, and personal bodyguard of Governor
Loxe until a few days ago., Bozeman simply claims that Loxe
attempted to get him to murder young J. Y. Sanders, a member
of the legislature. And it was to stop the privileged exposure of
this statement made on the floor of the house that Lone fried to
adjourn the legislature by a crude trick.

Yet is this charge of Bozeman any more unbelievable than
Lowng’s broadcasting to Louisiana and the world his determination
to bring to terms Charles Manship and his papers in Baton Rouge
by broadcasting the fact that Manship had a brother who was a
patient in an insane asylum?

The list of abnormal things this man has said and done can be
multiplied indefinitely. And these things are being blazoned to
the four corners of America to the temporary detriment of the
good name and reputation of Louisiana. Indorsed by the legisla-
ture and continued for the next three years they will do the State
great harm.

There is no doubt that it is the duty of the legislature to inves-
tigate this man thoroughly, fairly, and impartially. It owes this
to its own membership.

This paper doesn't believe that Louisiana is safe with the
legislature adjourned.

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. President, there is only one thing
I want to deal with tending to show what happened to the
impeachment charges. The impeachment charges were sent
to the Senate of the State of Louisiana. I read from the
New Orleans Times-Picayune of September 14, 1929, that a
special session of the legislature was to be held September
22, 1930, soon after the impeachment charges had reached
the senate and the governor, according to the press and
according to those present at the legislature, had given
enough positions to senators to get 15 of them to sign a round
robin that no matter what the proof might be they would not
vote to convict him. Thereupon the senate adjourned.
But the proceedings were still pending. We find him then
getting together with the regular organization in New Or-
leans, against whom he had been very much opposed. We
find that the Times-Picayune said on the 14th of September,
1930, that the governor would call the legislature to convene
in special session on Monday, September 22, to consider a
constitutional amendment providing for paved roads, and so
forth. Things moved fast.

Individual negotiations were quickly effected and com-
promises made. We find that on the 16th of September
there was published a call of the legislature, dated Septem-
ber 15, calling the legislature to meet on the 16th at Baton
Rouge. We find that the press carried a statement that the
governor had arrived at a conclusion with the organization
in New Orleans, or with some of the leaders in New Orleans.
To quote the Times-Picayune of September 16:

Opposition was expressed by certain old regular leaders and
members of the legislature, 1t was said, to the governor's pro-
posal that the impeachment charges agalnst him in the senate be
dismissed, and that the board of managers named by the house
of representatives to prosecute the governor on the impeachment
charges be discharged.

We find the same statement carried by the New Orleans
Item. Remember, the legislature met on the 16th. On the
18th of September, two days afterwards, carrying out the
deal that he made with the organization in New Orleans, a
resolution, such as was agreed should be adopted, was
adopted. Even if all the formalities had been waived and
the usual delays avoided, no action could legally have been
taken on & bill within five days, but the resolution passed
within two days. The legislature met on the 16th and on the
18th the resolution was passed in the house asking the sen-
ate not to prosecute the case.,
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Mr. President, I mention all these things, not that I know
General Ansell but because of the unfairness of the Senator
with that record coming here and talking about Ansell,

I have here a circular which the junior Senator from
Louisiana sent all over the State when the committee ad-
journed, calling it a “ kangaroo court” in most scurrilous
language. I do not think if is fit to go through the mails,
I am afraid to offer it for insertion in the Recorp. It is an
insult not only to the committee but to the Senate of the
United States, because that committee represented the Sen-
ate of the United States. He calls everybody scoundrels,
liars, and thieves.

Let us see what the Senate of the State of Texas said
about the Senator. I assume, Mr. President, that an act
of the senate of the legislature of a sovereign State is per-
mitted to be read here without deleting anything. Here
is what the Senate of the State of Texas said about the pres-
ent junior Senator from Louisiana who talks about General
Ansell being condemned by some committee;

SENATE oF TExAs, StaTE HoUsE,
Avustin, TEX., September 186.

The Senate of Texas In a formal resolution adopled by a vote,
21 yeas to 7 nays, denounced Gov. Hury P. LoNG—

Well, I will not read that part because it is not the resolu-
tion—

As a consummate—

The resolution describes the statement made by Governor LoNa
that the Legislature of Texas had been bought like a sack of corn
to vote against the cotton-prohibition plan.

The full text of the resolution follows, and I think I am
within my rights in reading it:

Whereas the Assoclated Press of the date of the 16th of Sep-
tember, 1931, carries a statement issued by Gov. Huey P, LowNg, of

the State of Loulsiana, as follows:
“It Is an open matter of conversation—

These are the words of the junior Senator from Louisiana
who was then Governor of Louisiana—

“It is an open matter of conversation and of world-wide known
fact that members of the Texas Legislature have been bought like
& sack of corn to vote against the cotton-prohibition plan. It
is so well known that it is a matter of openly admitted conversa-
tion that they have pald them off like a slot machine., Every
State in the South is ready to vote the prohibition plan and the
people of Texas are voting for it, but the corruption at Austin
alone stands in the way. It is a standing disgrace to the shame
of the South and to the impoverishment of the people.”

Then the resolution goes on:

And,

Whereas this statement is not only untrue but carries the vice
of a lie and the venom of a liar; and

Whereas it is an assault by the executive of the State of Loui-
slana upon the legislative department of the State of Texas, and
should not be permitted to go unchallenged, but should be met
with a proper denial and denunciation: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate of Teras (the House concurring), That
the above and foregolng quoted statement of Huey P. Long, gov-
ernor of the State of Louisiana, is a lie made out of the whole
cloth, and its author is a consummate liar,

Mr. President, I hate to use those words, but if a man
employed as counsel by a committee of the Senate who ap-
peared once before a committee of the other House, which
submitted a report which was never acted upon, may be
called a scoundrel, a thief, and a liar and everything else on
this floor, then on this floor I think I owe it to the Senate
to show the record of the man who does that, for I am not
speaking of him as a Senator; for he is also counsel in this
case. As I have said, I have here a circular that went all
over of the State of Louisiana. I would not want to read
it because it is not privileged, but I think what I have read
is privileged.

Mr. President, there are many things that may be brought
out and that can be brought out, I am told. I do not know
of them intimately and personally, but I have been told so
in a general way by the investigators. I never had any
private talk with them, but I have had conferences in the
presence of members of the committee, and I think that the
investigation ought to be continued because it has gone too
far to be stopped. Otherwise it should not have been started
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at the beginning, but as it has been started it should be
finished.

Mr. President, I shall reserve whatever else I have to say
for some later date.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I wish to correct only such
matters as are patent errors in my colleague's statement.
I do not wish to discuss matters that are not shown by
the record. I do not think it would be relevant to this case
to try the public or private career of my colleague, because
I do not consider that to be relevant.

My colleague has seen fit, Mr. President, to read the
articles of impeachment preferred against me by the Legis-
lature of Louisiana in 1929, Those articles were preferred
against me by the house of representatives in the month,
I think, of April, 1929. The same members of that house,
Mr. President, sent a committee to the senate the follow-
ing year to withdraw them, and they were withdrawn.
That was done as the result of the election which occurred
in the State of Louisiana between Senator Joseph E. Rans-
dell and myself, in which I was elected to the United States
Senate, and everybody who ran on the ticket which I had
the honor to head was elected in the same election.

The same legislature, Mr. President, which preferred those
charges of impeachment—based on the ground that $2,000
in one instance had been spent illegally and that $400 in
another instance had been spent illegally—the following year
the same legislature, composed of the same members, voted
approximately $100,000,000 to be expended by my admin-
istration, and that action was ratified by the people by
majorities of 15 or 30 to 1. That is the means and the
manner by which the impeachment received its final quietus.

I did not have the help of my colleague, Mr. President,
in that impeachment fight which I am satisfied he consid-
ers to his aggravated honor, but in my colleague’s fight he
had my help.

My colleague has seen fit to say that the Senator elect
from Louisiana, Mr. JoEN H. OVERTON, was such an elegant
man that he was at one time his schoolmate and had sup-
ported him for every public office; but, says my colleague,
Senator-elect OverTon fell into bad company in the last
campaign. However, six years before my colleague was in
the same company that Senator-elect Overron was in dur-
ing the last campaign. My colleague sat on the speakers’
stand with me at nearly every meeting that was held in
his campaign six years previously, and it did not seem to
injure the good service of my colleague, because he has ac-
quitted himself with distinction here during the six years
following the time that I helped to reelect him to the Sen-
ate. I am very proud of the part that I fook in the cam-
paign of 1926 to reelect him to the Senate.

I do not think you will find, Mr. President, a single pub-
lic advertisement of the meetings for my colleague in 1926
that did not contain my name on the bill announcing the
speaking engagements. There may have been some few
exceptions, but if there were they were very few.

Mr. President, I undertook to keep all these matters from
being injected into this case; but I am sure that my dis-
tinguished colleague forgets a little bit. It is only natural
that he should; he has been concerned with national issues
here for a number of years, and it is only natural that he
should have forgotten some of the things concerning which
he has undertaken to inform the Senate. He has forgotten,
Mr. President, that the impeachment of 1929 started over
whether or not I should be allowed to impose a tax on the
business of refining oil. He has forgotten that the impeach-
ment resolution came from a mass meeting that recom-
mended that impeachment be lodged on several grounds,
without naming what they should be, because of the fact
that I had undertaken to impose a tax on the business of
refining oil in the State of Louisiana. He has forgotten the
fact that in that mass meeting the Standard Oil brass band
furnished the music. He has forgotten my statement, Mr.
President, on the floor of the senate that on the night of
the round robin six members of the Senate of the State of
Louisiana held up their hands in public and said that they
had been offered from $85,000 up to vote for my impeach-
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ment on the following day, and gave the names, dates, and
addresses of the persons. Then he condemns the round
robin, which was approved by the people of the State and
subsequently by the legislature.

The adjournment that was taken was not different in
method from the adjournment in the case of the impeach-
ment of President Andrew Johnson. That was a motion to
adjourn sine die after they had defeated one charge. By
a strange coincidence it happens that on the trial of An-
drew Johnson, after voting down two impeachment charges,
they moved to adjourn sine die; and by a strange coinci-
dence in my impeachment they voted down one charge and
moved to adjourn sine die.

My friend has forgotten a great many more things, Mr.
President. I shall take but a few minutes to describe them;
but I do not want him to leave the Senate without his
memory being corrected on them and without justice being
done to my friends.

I had nothing to do with electing Senator OverTON’S
brother to the supreme court. He was elected without op-
position long before I was a factor in politics. I had noth-
ing to do with electing Judge St. Paul. He was elected fo
the supreme court before I was a factor in public politics
in a state-wide way. Buf, Mr. President, there never was
any motion to recuse Justice Winston Overton in the Le-
Blanc case until after it had been decided. Senator Brous-
sarp was not a party to that suit. Jomwn H., OvErRTON Was
not a party to that suit; and the LeBlanc case, without one
single mention of criticism of any kind or character, was
decided by the supreme court in a case in which neither
Senator Broussard nor Senator OverTon was a party to the
litigation.

The case in which the recusation of Judge Winston Over-
ton was asked before decision was the one in which Senator
Broussarp was a party. In that case, when he was a party,
Senator-elect OvErTON made himself a party to the suit in
order that his brother might, under the code of that State,
have legal grounds for his own recusation, and was recused.

The first mention that was ever made of Justice Winston
Overton being recused in the case was after the commis-
sioners had been drawn and the decision had been rendered.
After that the first mention of the matter was made, on a
motion for rehearing, long after the case had been decided
and the commissioners had been drawn.

The Senator states that I did not want to go to the war
between America and Germany. He is not giving any new
information. I never was in favor of the war. I might
have been wrong. I never was in favor of the war, Mr.
President, and I never made any effort to go. I was excused
from going to the war on the ground of having a wife and
two children. I am not the only man who was excused
from going into that Army. I will say further, however,
that I have not raised any great hubbub and claptrap over
the country on the subject of war debts. If I had voted
for the war, which I did not do, as *“ a war to save civiliza-
tion,” I would not stand up here and make an argument
contrary to what I would have said to have been the patri-
otic purpose of this country in helping other countries.

Now, Mr. President, about commissioners: Do not have
any misunderstanding about this. They tell you they are
going to develop some facts. They had five months in
which to develop them, and they have produced every wit-
ness they could. The record here shows that they pro-
duced every witness they could. After they had gone 5
days’ time, or 6 days’ time, or 7 days’ {ime, and could not
produce any witness for anything else at all, they took up
1 week in trying the case along the lines of my col-
league's speech this morning. He has not stated in the
Recorp any more than the other evidence did; but what
are the witnesses? What are the witnesses he claims to
have? They could not dig them up down there. They dug
up whatever they could. They have spent 5 months in
trying to find witnesses, and have spent 12 days in a hear-
ing, and could not bring up any witnesses except a few
witnesses to testify about 1 box that had 11 votes in it
that had the lock broken—that is one thing they tried to
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prove, which two witnesses disputed—and another witness
said that he heard a man, when he was counting the votes,
say that “ Broussarp has got a whole lot of votes here.”
That was another one of the things that they produced a
witness to prove.

The only other direct thing that I remember af all that
was brought into the case, with what they had there rela-
tive to election irregularities, was by hearsay testimony of a
man by the name of Williams, who swore that a lot of men
had been beaten up on the day of election. The Broussard
arbitrator took the stand and swore that it was not so, and
the chief of police said it was not so, and the United States
marshal said he did not hear anything about it, and nobody
but this double-hearsay-testimony man had ever heard
anything about it.

Now my friend [Mr. Broussarp]l says—and he is my
friend, I am not going to let a little political campaign in-
cense me against a man with whom I was associated
politically to the extent that I was with my colleague; we
probably will be together again, it would not be anything
unusual, they all come back. When I get beaten I will join
them., That will be the only difference. We have that
system down there, Mr. President. Those that beat us we
join. Those that we beat join us, * Jine the cavalry!” We
learned by good precedent that there was not any use in
fencing yourself out.

Mr. President, I have here a few little figures, that I
should like to have you know, about who is to be con-
demned for having been elected by the New Orleans vote in
Louisiana.

When I ran for governor in 1924 I went to the Orleans
Parish line ahead of both candidates, Mr. Fuqua and Mr.
Bouanchaud. In 1924 the county vote was, Bouanchaud
60,000, Henry Fuqua 48,000, Huey P. Long 61,000. That is in
round figures. I am leaving off the figures above that.

Mr. Fuqua, who was elected governor, went into New Or-
leans 13,000 votes behind me; but Orleans Parish gaye Mr.
Puqua 21,000 more votes than it gave me, and gave him a
lead of 7,000 and put him in the second primary, and he was
elected governor of the State.

That was in 1924. v

In 1928 I ran for governor again. I beat my two op-
ponents—one of them the governor of the State and an-
other one a Congressman who is still here, who is chairman
of the Flood Control Committee of the House, the Hon. RILEY
J. WiLson. I beat the governor of the State and the Con-
gressman in the country by a vote of 9,000 votes more than
both of them put together. That was in 1928. I was de-
feated in New Orleans in that election by the combined vote
of my opponents by something like 50,000 votes. There was
no second primary., I was given the nomination without
having a second primary.

That is my record. That is not all.

I ran again for the Unifted States Senate in 1930. What
did New Orleans have to do with electing me that time?
I carried the country by a clear majority. I carried the
country by 42,000 votes. I was defeated in the city of New
Orleans by 4,600 votes. I came to the United States Senate
with a vote by which the country overcame the city. I never
have carried the city of New Orleans in any election I ever
had in my life when I was a candidate.

Now let us go back and see how my distinguished friend
got here. He talks about the “ New Orleans ring,” and the
“ Huey Long organization.” It took us both to keep him
here, as I will show you by records.

I never bit the hand that fed me. I will never come in
and hold an office and condemn the organization that put
me in. That may not be good politics according to some
standards, but it is politics in my way. Whenever I accept
the support of a man for a public office, and take him on
the platform, and announce that I am glad to have his
votes, and hold him up as a holy apostle to carry my candi-
dacy for me, I will never bite the hand that feeds me. I
never have done it. That may be right. I do notf say it is
not; but let us go back to 1920 and see how my friend came
to the Senate.
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Country parishes: My distinguished colleague Iost the
country by 8,408 votes. He was defeated in the country by
8,408 votes. But the city of New Orleans gave my dis-
tinguished colleague a majority of 17,000 votes; and it was
the city of New Orleans, that overcame the country in 1920,
that gave my distinguished colleague the opportunity to be
of the great service that he has been to this country, of
which our State and all of our people are sincerely proud.-

Let us go down a little bit farther.

In 1926, when my distinguished colleague was a candidate
for the United States Senate, did he owe anything against
New Orleans? No. He carried the country that time—I
was supporting him in that race, and on the stump in every
speech he made, with the exception of two or three, maybe
four—he carried the country that time by a scant vote.
I think it is here. He carried the country by about 700 or
800 votes, but he also carried the city of New Orleans in
that election by 2,633 votes. So he had the city of New
Orleans that time with him.

When my distinguished colleague was defeated in the last
election, was it the “ New Orleans ring ” that did it? Was
it the New Orleans vote that did it? ILet us see, Mr.
President.

Mr. OverTON received a majority in the parish of Orleans
of 25,887 votes; but in the country outside of New Orleans—
north Louisiana, east Louisiana, west Louisiana, among the
farmers and among the laborers, in the wide-open spaces—
Mr. OVERTON received a majority over Senator Broussarp of
thirty thousand three hundred and odd votes. In other
words, Mr. OveErRTON’s majority was much greater in the
country than it was in the city; and he carried the city, and
he carried the country, and he carried practically every part
of the State of Louisiana, from the north Louisiana * hill-
billy ” farm section down to the Acadian section, the French
section of our State, with the exception of one congressional
district, the home congressional district of my distinguished
colleague, which Mr. OverToN lost by, I think, 500 or maybe
a thousand votes.

Mr. President, those are the details. Those are the
statistics.

Mr. President, my colleague says that there were 20,000
too many votes cast in the last election between OveErTON and
Broussarp in New Orleans. Let us see if that seems to be in
accordance with the facts.

In the governor’s race, which occurred last year, in 1932—
and the registration and the vote were never attacked in
the governor’s race of 1932—the parish of Orleans cast
98,000 votes plus. In the Broussard-Overton race the parish
of Orleans cast 87,000 votes plus. In other words, eleven or
twelve thousand less votes were cast in the Broussard-Over-
ton election in September than were cast in the governor’s
race in January.

I think I can make another comparison which will show
whether that is about right or not. In the campaign between
Long and Ransdell for United States Senator in 1930, 83,000
votes were cast. So there was an increase in the New
Orleans vote of only about four or five thousand votes from
September, 1930, to September, 1932, and I think the census
will show that there was much increase in population, to say
nothing of the fact that that was 11,000 votes less than were
cast in the race for governor.

Everybody knows of the intense drive down there to get
everybody to pay his poll tax. In Louisiana we have a better
system than exists in some other States. In order for a
man to be able to vote, he must have paid his poll tax for
two years previous to the election, and be able to exhibit
his receipts. He must have registered a certain length of
time before the election, and had to be able to show a poll-
tax receipt for the two preceding years, not the year of the
election, but the two years preceding. In the 1932 election
a man had to exhibit a poll-tax receipt for 1931 and another
one for 1930, unless he was 60 years old or older, and in that
event he had to be registered the same as any of the balance
of the voters had to be registered.

Mr. President, I am very sorry the senior Senator has seen
fit to make some of the statements he has made here. He
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said he wants to find out about the pay roll. At the close
of the whole investigation I had inserted in the CoNGRrEs-
s1oNAL Recorp a report from every one of the departments,
what they had given to me, a synopsis, & telegram which
came here after I had shown that there had been an im-
mense reduction in the public pay roll of September, 1932,
the date of the Broussard-Overton election, as compared
with the pay roll of September, 1931, that almost 50 per
cent of the employees had been reduced on account of the
depression, at the time of the Broussard-Overton election,
as compared with the election before. Notwithstanding
that fact, there was no effort to contradict the statement at
all, and when we had finished the hearing, they said they
wanted the departments to send them a statement showing
what the pay rolls were for two years before.

It so happened that those were matters of public record
in the office of the secretary of State, for, unlike most States,
there is a law in Louisiana that requires every board and
every department to file a quarferly report showing the
changes made, and how many men are carried on the pay-
roll, so as to prevent any such thing as we are now charged
with. That was not the law until my administration came
into power. That was an administration measure written
and enacted during the time I was governor of the State.
Those are matters of public record, and will be sent here,
and there need be no delay of the inquiry waiting for that
information to be supplied to the Senate.

Mr. President, my distinguished friend says that I vetoed
a bill to investigate the highway department. I did not veto
any bill until they had spent over $100,000 of public funds
investigating, and had found nothing. I did not veto a bill
until they had spent several hundred thousand dollars of
private funds and found nothing, and when they had spent
several hundred thousand dollars—I see my friend the Sen-
ator from Illinois [Mr. Lewis] laughing. He happened to
come to New Orleans during some of that investigation.
When they had spent about three or four or five hundred
thousand dollars, I vetoed the bill, and submitted the mat-
ter to the people, and the people sustained us by an alarm-
ing majority, and the majorities have increased ever since.

There was another statement I am sure my friend did not
mean to make. He said that the evidence in this record
showed that Representative OverTon, now Senator elect, had
traveled in high-priced cars, followed by highway trucks
with literature. That is not in the record. The contrary
is in the record, that there was no such thing as a publicly
owned fruck or a public employee in the campaign at all,
that what men had been used in that campaign and had
ever been connected with the highway department, had been
forced to resign their positions, and to be paid personally
and privately, and to ride in cars that were no part of the
State’s property. That is in the record, and it is not dis-
puted by one line of anything like legitimate testimony.

Mr, President, the Senator says that there were 15 or 16
armed guards secreted in those automobiles. Nobody knows
anything about that but the Senator. I take his word for
it, but there is no record of it. On the contrary, the evidence
was to the contrary.

The Senator has been a Member of the Senate, but has
forgotten the law in many particulars. His knowledge of
the law, I must say, was extensive when he came here, be-
cause I certified to that fact myself before the electorate of
the State, and I am not willing to go back on it at this late
date. The Senator says that all rules of evidence are thrown
down when fraud is charged, and you do anything you want
to in an investigation of fraud. That is not the law.

The law is that fraud must be proved by just as compe-
tent evidence as anything else. While there is a reasonable
latitude allowed, yet competent testimony must be sub-
mitted to prove fraud, the same as anything else. Double
hearsay evidence and opinion evidence is no more admis-
sible to prove an act of fraud than it is to prove that the
time of the day is something else than it really is.

My friend says—I refer to my colleague—that OverTON
could not have made a campaign if I had not been with
him. Let us just take a look at it and see. There had been
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a race down there long before, and my colleague did not
support OverToN. In the former campaign—and the record
is here to show it—Representative OverToN, who was then
a private citizen, running without any organization of any
kind at all, according to the record—and, as I have said,
the record is here to show the facts—lacked less than 100
votes of carrying the country parishes, at a time when all
organizations and all newspapers and my distinguished
opponent, and all the balance of them, were against him, in
1918. But four years ago Representative OvErTON carried a
large majority of the country parishes, and lacked but a
very small vote of having led the entire ticket in the country
in that election. Every one knows that it was the vote in
the city of New Orleans that kept Jorn H. OvErTON out of
the United States Senate in 1918, long before I came to be
a political factor, and at a time, I think, when I was running
for my first public office.

Mr. President, to show how much better the distinguished
Senator fared than candidates always have fared down in
Louisiana, here is the record of the race which I made for
reelection as railroad commissioner in 1924 in the north
Louisiana district. The administration’s candidate, Senator
Walter L. Bagley, received 8,500 votes; and in that election
I received 45,000 votes, a majority of 37,000 votes. My col-
league, the senior Senator from Louisiana [Mr. BrRoOUSSARD]
ran much better in 1926 than my opponent did, and much
better this time than he did the time before in the north
Louisiana territory.

Mr. President, there is another thing to be noted; and I
want to apologize to the Senate. I am trying to take just
as little time as I can, and I want to answer just such of
these things as are matters of record, and no more.

The Senator has told the Senate about campaign funds,
and I hope I may have the attention of Senators on this.
This is what the Senator has failed to tell. He has not
told that we had to raise about $45,000 for the National
Democratic Party. We did not have the Senator’s help in
doing that down in Louisiana., I am satisfied that he con-
tributed directly, but he did not contribute through us, and
the record will show that. I know he is a good, loyal
Democrat, just as good as I am, particularly on the tariff
[laughter], and I am satisfied that there is no question
whatever about that, but I will say this, that in raising
the campaign funds he is talking about, when he said that
$77,000 was raised, he did not take into consideration the
fact that $45,000 that had to go to the national ticket,
had to come from somebody, which would have left but
about $34,000 or $35,000. The statement is that there was
spent $77,000—and there was no such thing, or one-fifth
that much—but there were seven Representatives, a candi-
date for railroad commissioner, several judges, and a
United States Senator, and if they are all added up and the
$77,000 is divided among them, the entire campaign ex-
penses for each candidate would not have been more than
four or five thousand dollars.

A statement was given, Mr. President, which I put into
the Recorp, showing that certain money had been raised,
and how it had been raised, but it was no different from
the way in which the Republican Party raised its funds.
Right in our own jurisdiction they raised their money in the
same way we raised ours. Whoever says that the em-
ployees and officers of the Republican Party were not asked
to contribute to the campaign of the Republican Party is
speaking without his host. The Democrats did the same
thing. Who is going to contribute, the man who has no
job or office or the man who has one?

The Senator sees fit to attack the witness Weiss. I have
put Weiss’s testimony in the ConcrEssionalL REcCORD, and I
have yet to find a single man who has upheld the kind of
questions that were asked of that man, or has questioned
the propriety of his acts, not one single man. The tes-
timony is in the CongrEssioNAL REcorp. I went to the
trouble to put it into the Recorp so that everybody could
see it, and I have yet to find anyone who has questioned
it, from topside to bottom, as having been anything but
proper.,
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The Senator says that he is amazed that Members of the
Senate would come to any other conclusion as to what the
committee found. Go find out what the committee found,
gentlemen of the Senate. Go find out what the committee
thinks of that kangaroco court. Ask the members of the
Senate committee. I am nof talking to them about if, and
I can not tell the Senate what they are going to say; but
the Senator wants the Senate to find out what the whole
committee thinks. Go and ask them and find out.

There was somebody down in Louisiana besides the chair-
man. Ask him [Mr. Carey, of Wyoming] and see what he
thinks about it. I do not know what he will tell. I know
what he said here the other day on the floor—that a lot of
this business was irrelevant.

Mr. President, I want to repeat a little statement from
the Senator [Mr. Broussarp]l. I took it down in handwrit-
ing, and I am satisfied it will appear in the REecorp exactly
as I have it here. Just a moment ago the Senator said
these words:

I am not claiming to have been nominated.

Mr. President, the law of Louisiana gave the Senator the
right to go into court and throw out any box that was not
regular. It gave him the right to have the votes counted
again, It gave him the right to go in there with anything
on the living earth he could prove that would show that
there was fraud in any kind of a return, and have had it
thrown out.

He was given every right under the law if he wanted to
go before the court and contest the primary election, but
he did not see fit to do so.

I have to differ with one of the statements of the Senator,
but it is a matter of record and that will show who is in
error. The Senator said that he did not say that he would
retire from the race if certain things were not done. He
may be right about that. I will take the files of the Times-
Picayune and I will insert in the record in this case just
what he did say, as recorded by the paper which was sup-
porting him at the time. My recollection of it is, however,
that we were faced by an immediate withdrawal of the Sen-
ator as a candidate unless we did it and we wanted to be
certain that he did not withdraw. It was because of that
fact that we took it upon ourselves to go to extra length to
see that what the Senator, our opponent, wanted done was
done so that he would not withdraw from the campaign for
the United States Senate. We did not want him to with-
draw for a very good reason. Why? Because we had a lot
of candidates in the country and we knew that with those
other candidates in the field the Overton ticket would all
be elected, and we knew if he withdrew from the race it
would jeopardize the race by not having a strong leader
to carry on the campaign.

That is my side of it. The Senator may be right. I do
not remember, but I am going to get a clipping from the
paper published at the time which was supporting the Sen-
ator in the campaign, and I am willing to venture to risk
whatever reputation I have that I will be sustained when I
produce the clipping from the paper. I still, however, grant
that the Senator’s memory may be better than mine, but I
am certain that it is not.

Mr. President, I believe that is about all I am going to
undertake to answer at this time. I have tried to stay
within bounds that I think are proper in this matfer. I
do not expect much publicity to be given to my answer.
I only expect publicity be given to the charges. We have
never been able to get the statistics in the record counter-
acting the charges made.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr.
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
passed the joint resolution (S. J. Res. 256) authorizing the
Comptroller of the Currency to exercise with respect to na-
tional banking associations powers which State officials may
have with respect to State banks, savings banks, and/or
trust companies under State laws, with amendments, in
which it requested the concurrence of the Senate.
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ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED

The message also announced that the Speaker had affixed
his signature to the following enrolled bills, and they were
signed by the Vice President:

S.88. An act to authorize the Postmaster General to in-
vestigate the conditions of the lease of the post-office garage
in Boston, Mass., and to readjust the terms thereof;

n?l' 466. An act for the relief of the Allegheny Forging Co.;
a

5.4327. An act for the relief of Lizzie Pittman.
NOMINATIONS IN THE PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, as in execu-
tive session, I ask unanimous consent for the present con-
sideration of sundry routine nominations in the Public
Health Service.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BarxLEY in the chair).
Is there objection to the present consideration of the nomi-
nations as in executive session?

Mr. McNARY. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the read-
ing of the nominations will be dispensed with, and without
objection the nominations will be confirmed.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I ask that the President be
notified.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection,
President will be notified.

(The nominations this day confirmed appear at the end of
to-day’s proceedings.)

TRIBUTE TO DR. A. K. FISHER

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, when the Department
of Agriculture appropriation bill was before the Senate I
intended to call attention to the distinguished service of
Dr. A. K. Fisher, a retired official of the Bureau of Biological
Survey, but was unavoidably prevented.

Doctor Fisher entered the Department of Agriculture in
1885. He retired in September, 1930, having served con-
tinuously 46 years and 3 months. In 1906 he helped to
organize the beginnings of the present Bureau of Biological
Survey.

Doctor Fisher organized and directed work which in the
aggregate has saved millions of dollars worth of livestock
through the destruction of predatory animals, and also
perfected and put into operation the methods for the con-
trol of rodents that destroyed farm produce and forage on
the public ranges.

As long ago as the year 1890 he experimented with
poisons as a means of destroying coyotes, and 40 years
ago he directed the work which resulted in the killing of
many wolves in Montana.

Although the experiments were carried on, it was not
until 25 years ago that Doctor Fisher was placed in com-
plete charge of the Biological Survey’s economic work of
controlling crop destroyers and animals that were bubonic-
plague carriers in California and later of controlling the
rodent hosts of tick carriers producing spotted fever.

In the year 1913 $43,000 was the total amount appro-
priated for this necessary work. Three years later a
$75,000 urgent deficiency appropriation was voted. It was
appropriated because of the prevalence of rabies in wolves
and coyotes. One year earlier the western range country
was divided into districts, and each soon was placed under
the direction of an assistant who directed the work of the
trappers of predatory animals. Doctor Fisher kept closely
in touch with all these assistants and with virtually all of
the trappers. He was sympathetic with their troubles and
encouraged them by word and example in order to increase
the efficiency of their labor.

It was he who first directed atfention to the advantage
of the salary system as against that of the bounty. It had
been found in one State which offered a bounty on coyote
scalps that many persons, seeing the possibility of making
money, imported these scalps from distant States, paying
for them about one-third the amount offered for the same
scalps in the Sfate in which they were operating.

the
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In Michigan, where the bounty system was established,
the State paid $300,000 annually with but little result, ac-
cording to my information. The services of the Biological
Survey were offered. Field men under Doctor Fisher
brought the wolves quickly under control at the cost of
little less than $40,000.

At different times Doctor Fisher met Government of-
ficers, officers of livestock associations and stock raisers,
and he managed to get their cooperation to such an extent
that finally the Federal appropriations were more than
balanced by State and individual contributions. His as-
sistants wiped out the foot-and-mouth disease among deer
in the Stanislaus National Forest, and thereby prevented the
spread of this dread cattle disease to domestic livestock.

Not long before the doctor’s retirement the appropria-
tion for his work for the year ending June 30, 1927, was
$533,290. It was money well appropriated and well spent.

All of Doctor Fisher’s field men had the utmost confi-
dence in him. They felt that when they were doing right
he would stand by them against any unjust criticism. BSec-
retary of Agriculture Wallace, who met many of the field
assistants, said that the esprit de corps of this division of
the Biological Survey was the best in the department.

One of the assistants, not now in the service, recently
wrote to Doctor Fisher:

I am wondering if many of the service employees realize what
a wonderful bureau you have built.

About a month ago Mr. F. R. Marshall, secretary of the
National Wood Carriers Association, wrote to Doctor Fisher,
saying, in part:

Some statements recently have come to my attention which
seemed as if they might possibly have been intended to raise the
question as to the character and value of the great work you
did while you were in the Biological Survey in connection with
predatory-animal control. * * *. I am sure that a great deal
more than the majority of those who have studied the question
and are familiar with local efforts at control, and who also know
the plans and scope of the system put into effect under your
direction, realize that the Biological Burvey plan as it was up
to the time of your leaving the office was by all odds the most
effective and most economical plan that could be devised for
the job.

I do not feel that I can let the opportunity pass without
paying a tribute to the great work of the conservation of
livestock which was done under the direction of Dr. A. K.
Fisher, recently retired from his position in the Biological
Survey of the Department of Agriculture.

THE CALENDAR

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I renew the unanimous-
consent request submitted at 1 o'clock.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Let it be reported.

Mr. McNARY. Probably I should restate it. I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate resume consideration of the
calendar at Order of Business No. 1377 and proceed to the
consideration of unobjected bills on the calendar, subject
to the 5-minute rule, to the end, Order No. 1409.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair
hears none.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a
quorum.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk will call the roll.

The Chief Clerk called the roll and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Carey Harrison Moses
Austin Clark Hastings Neely
Balley Coolidge Hatfleld Norbeck
Bankhead Copeland Hayden Norris
Barbour Costigan Hebert Nye
Barkley Couzens Johnson Oddie
Bingham Dale Kean Patterson

lack Dickinson Eendrick Pittman
Blaine Dill Keyes Reed
Borah Fess King Reynolds
Bratton Fletcher La Follette Robinson, Ark.
Brookhart Frazier Lewlis Robinson, Ind.
Broussard George Logan Russell
Bulkley Glass Long Schuyler
Bulow Glenn McGill Sheppard
Byrnes Gore McEellar Bhortridge
Capper Grammer McNary Smith
Caraway Hale Metcalf Smoot

Stelwer Thomas, Okla. Tydings Watson
Stephens Townsend
Thomas, Idaho Trammell

The VICE PRESIDENT, Eighty-four Senators have an-
swered to their names. A quorum is present. The Secre-
tary will state the first bill in order on the calendar.

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr, President, the first bill now in
order and the seven succeeding bills on the calendar are all
House bridge bills in regular form and unanimously reported
from the committee without amendment. I ask that they
may be considered en bloc and considered to have passed
through the various parliamentary stages.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. What are they?

Mr., VANDENBBERG. As I have said, they are eight
bridge bills.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Have they all been unani-
mously reported? _

Mr. VANDENBERG. Yes; and they are all House bridge
bills and have been reported without amendment.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Very well.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection?

There being no objection, the following bills were sever-
ally read, considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed:

A bill (H. R. 14460) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the
Mississippi River at or near Baton Rouge, La.;

A bill (H. R. 14480) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the reconstruction of a railroad bridge
across the Little River at or near Morris Ferry, Ark.;

A bill (H. R. 14500) to extend the time for completing the
construction of a bridge across the Missouri River at or
near Eansas City, Kans.;

A bill (H. R. 14584) granting the consent of Congress to
the Board of County Commissioners of Allegheny County,
Pa., to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge across the
Allegheny River between the city of Pittsburgh and the
township of O’Hara and the borough of Sharpsburg, Pa.;

A bill (H. R. 14586) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
souri River at or near Culbertson, Mont.;

A bill (H. R. 14589) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River at or near Tenth Street in Bettendorf, Iowa;

A bill (H. R. 14601) to extend the times for commencing
and completing the construction of a bridge across the Mis-
sissippi River between New Orleans and Gretna, La.; and

A bill (H. R. 14602) to revive and reenact the act entitled
“An act grantine the consent of Congress to the Highway
Department of the State of Alabama to construct a bridge
across Elk River between Lauderdale and Limestone
Counties, Ala.,” approved February 16, 1928.

REGISTRATION OF TEXTILE DESIGNS

The bill (8. 5075) to provide protection by registration of
designs for textiles and other materials was announced as
next in order.

Mr, KING. I ask that the bill go over.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, was objection made to Sen-
ate bill 5075?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah [Mr.
Einc] objected.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I asked that that bill go over.
I think the Senator from Washington [Mr. Ditr] ought to
be present when it is considered. I shall have no objection
to having it come up on Monday when we have a morning
hour.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, I think the Senator from
Utah is under a misapprehension as to the attitude of the
Senator from Washington toward the bill. We have had a
meeting of the committee during the last two or three days,
and the Senator from Washington did not indicate that he
was opposed to the bill.

Mr. KING. I did nof mean to state that the Senator from
Washington had indicated to me opposition to this bill, but
I know that at the last session of Congress, when a similar
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measure was under consideration, there was objection inter-
posed by the Senator from Washington as well as by other
Senators.

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, the bill that was on the
calendar at the last session was a very different bill from
this one. In other words, it affected many activities aside
from those covered by this bill.

The bill is satisfactory, I may say to the Senator, to all
the manufacturers who may be affected by the measure, as
well as by all the merchants who may be affected by it.

Mr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator whether this
bill contains the provisions of the bill which was under con-
sideration at a former session of Congress, under the terms
of which an individual or corporation might obtain a pat-
ent or a copyright or a licence or other protection for a
pattern or design such as that upon the wall here, which
shows a scroll with a flag set in it, and then prevent any
other textile manufacturer from manufacturing cloth or
textiles using the same design?

Mr. HEBERT. Mr. President, the bill provides for grant-
ing design copyrights to originators of novel designs applying
to textile articles.

Mr. KING. The Senator knows, if he will pardon me,
that there was great objection to a measure of that kind
at the time we had the copyright bill under consideration.

Mr. HEBERT. I know there was objection at that time,
but I will not admit that there was “great objection,”
but I may say to the Senator that there is no objection
at this time, either on the part of any manufacturer or
on the part of any merchant. The provisions of this bill
are satisfactory to all parties who may be affected by it.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, I shall not object to the con-
sideration of the bill, with the understanding that if, upon
examination of the measure by the Senator from Washing-
ton [Mr. DiLL] or by myself either of us should desire to have
it reconsidered, on Monday upon application to have the
bill reconsidered and placed back upon the calendar, the
Senator from Rhode Island will consent.

Mr. HEBERT. I should, of course, have no objection, to
that, Mr. President.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Utah with-
draws his objection. Is there objection to the present con-
sideration of the bill?

Mr. COSTIGAN. I ask that the bill go over.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado
objects.

Mr. HEBERT. May I ask, Mr. President, if there was
further objection? *

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado ob-
jected. The Secretary will report the next bill on the cal-
endar.

CONTRACTS FOR SALE OF TIMBER ON INDIAN LAND

The bill (H. R. 6684) to authorize the Secretary of the
Interior to modify the terms of existing contracts for the
sale of timber on Indian land when it is in the interest of
the Indians so to do was announced as next in order.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think we
should have an explanation of this bill. It is a rather re-
markable thing to authorize the alteration of contracts after
they have been made when it is in the interest of one of
the parties to the contract.

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Who sponsors this bill?

The VICE PRESIDENT. The junior Senator from Oregon
[Mr. Sterwer] reported the bill.

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President——

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I was suggesting—I think
the Senator from Oregon did not hear me——

Mr. STEIWER. No; I did not.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That it is a rather a re-
markable thing to do by legislation what this bill proposes to
do; that is, to authorize the alteration of a contract which
has been regularly made and is for the benefit of one of the
parties to the contract.

Mr. STEIWER. Mr, President, I think there is some mis-
understanding as to the purpose of the bill
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am referring to the title
of the bill, which reads:

To authorize the Secretary of the Interfor to modify the terms
of existing contracts for the sale of timber on Indian land when
it is in the interest of the Indians so to do.

I do not know how we can authorize the alteration of a
contract for the benefit of one of the parties to the con-
tract.

Mr. STEIWER. Mr. President, the Senator is quite right
in that the title evidently is misleading, but the bill author-
izes the modification of a contract only with the agreement
of both parties to the contract.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is an entirely dif-
ferent proposition, of course.

Mr. STEIWER. 1t is, indeed, and I think there is no
objection to the bill. The timbermen want it, the Indians
want it, and the department supports it.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, some of the representatives
of the Klamath Indians within the past 20 minutes have
handed me a copy of the bill containing interlineations in
the form of amendments, failing to accept which they are
opposed to it.

May I say to the Senator that I have very grave doubts
as to the wisdom of this bill? The Senator may recall that
in the hearings it was demonstrated that contracts have
been entered into by the Indian Bureau with timbermen
under the terms of which the timbermen were given all
the advantage; they were jug-handled contracts; they could
be continued indefinitely by the Secretary of the Interior,
and the timbermen on one reservation are now $1,500,000
in arrears in complying with the terms of the contract. I
felt when the conditions came to light that the Indians had
been imposed upon. The able Senator from Connecticuf
[Mr. WaLcorT] denounced the contracts and stated that any
white man who would accept such a contract lacks in
morality, or words to that effect. I think that those con-
tracts were unjust, and if this bill permits the Secretary of
the Interior to continue them and does not compel an exam-
ination and cancellation with advantages to the Indians,
then I would be very much opposed to it.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President——

The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Utah
yield to the Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. FRAZIER. I wish to say that the changes in the con-
tracts are to be made only with the consent of the Indians,
and the amendments which were suggested by delegates
from the Klamath Reservation are all included in the
amendments reported by the committee to the bill. The
representatives of those Indians favor the passage of the
bill.

Mr. KING. I hardly think so, if the Senator will par-
don me. '

Mr. FRAZIER. I just talked to them when I left my office
a few minutes ago. I have been in consultation with them
frequently in regard fo this measure.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I will ask the Senator, then,
turning to page 1, if these amendments are found in the bill
that is now before us.

Strike out the word “ may ” and insert “ is hereby author-
ized and directed to,” and to strike out the word “ tribal ”
in line 4. Are those amendments in the bill?

And coming to page 2, in line 11, are the words “ but in
no event to a point higher than was stipulated in the con-
tract as it existed before such modification " stricken out,
and is the following proviso inserted:

And provided further, That hereafter no contract of sale of In-

dian timber shall be entered into without the consent of the said
general council.

Mr. FRAZIER. Those amendments are all embodied in
the bill.

Mr, EING. May I inquire whether, beginning on page 2,
the language reading as follows has been stricken out:

And should a sufficlent number of Indians apply for work

they shall be employed to the extent of not less than three
Indians to every non-Indian engaged. Local Indians, when apply-
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ing for employment, shall be given preference over outside Indians.
Wages paid to Indians shall be at the same rate as that paid to
other employees and in no case less than the wages paid for
corresponding labor in the territory where the operation is being
carried on.

Are all those words eliminated?

Mr. McNARY, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. KING. I yield.

Mr. McNARY. Ii was my good fortune to discuss this
matter on several occasions with the representatives of the
Klamath Indians. The language in italics is all responsive
to the wishes of the Indians, as declared by their representa-
tives. The language stricken out is useless if we read the
earlier portion, and is thought to be impracticable. It says:

In all such modified contracts the purchasers of Indian timber
on tribal lands or on restricted or trust allotments in all opera-
tions pertaining to the logging and manufacturing of said timber

shall be required to give preference to the employment of Indian
labor.

That is as far as the Indians thought it was practicable
to go. There are times when there is plenty of Indian help.
and times when they need white employment. So when
preference is given, which is the language usually employed
in cases of that kind, the Indians themselves have caused
this language to be stricken out, because they deem it to be
impracticable.

The same thing appertains to the other amendment.

Mr. KING, Mr. President, I am not sure now whether the
amendments which have been suggested by the Indians who
calléd on me within the past half-hour are embodied in the
bill. My friend from North Dakota [Mr, Frazier] insists
that they are there; so I shall not object to its consideration.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill, which had been
reported from the Committee on Indian Affairs with amend-
ments, on page 1, line 4, after the word * called ” fo strike
out “ tribal ” and insert * general ”; in line 5, after the word
“ purchasers ” to strike out “may” and insert “is hereby
authorized and directed to”; in line 6, after the words
“terms of ” to strike out “any”; in line 7, affer the word
“timber ” to strike out “if in his judgment it is in the
interest of the Indians to do so”; on page 2, line 7, after
the word “ Inferior ” to insert * with the consent of the said
general council”; in line 8, after the word “ authorized ™
to insert “and directed ”; in line 11, after the word “ con-
tract,” to strike out “ but in no event to a point higher than
was stipulated in the contract as it existed before such
modification,” and insert “And Provided further, That here-
after no coniract of sale of Indian timber shall be entered
into without the consent of the said general council ”; and
in line 25, after the word “labor,” to strike out: ¥, and
should a sufficient number of Indians apply for work they
shall be employed to the extent of not less than three
Indians to every non-Indian engaged. Local Indians, when
applying for employment, shall be given preference over
outside Indians. Wages paid to Indians shall be at the same
rate as that paid to other employees and in no case less
than the wages paid for corresponding labor in the territory
where the operation is being carried on *; so as to make the
bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior, with the
consent of the Indians involved, expressed through a regularly
called general council, and of the purchasers, is hereby authorized
and directed to modify the terms of now existing and uncom-
pleted contract of sale of Indian tribal timber: Provided, That the
prices are not reduced below the basic sale prices: Provided
further, That any such modifications shall be upon the express
condition that sald purchaser shall forthwith proceed to operate
under all the terms of said contract as modified or suffer forfeiture
of such contract and collection upon his bond: And provided
further, That any modification of said contracts shall stipulate
that in the event of sufficiently improved economic conditions the
Secretary of the Interior with the consent of the said general
council is authorized and directed affer consultation with the
purchasers and the Indians Involved and after 80 days' notice
to them, to increase stumpage prices of timber reduced in any
such modified contract: And provided further, That hereafter no
contract of sale of Indian timber shall be entered into without
the consent of the sald general council.

Bec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior may existing con-
tracts between individual Indian allottees or their heirs and pur-

chasers of their timber, under the terms and requirements of
section 1 of this act, with the consent of the allottee or his heirs.
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Spc. 3. In all such modified contracts the purchasers of Indian
timber on tribal lands or on restricted or trust allotments in all
operations pertaining to the logging and manufacturing of said
Ilugmbar ;hl?u be required to give preference to the employment of

dian labor.

The amendments were agreed fo.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

Mr. STEIWER subsequently said: Mr. President, for the
purpose of correcting an obvious clerical error in the bill, I
ask unanimous consent for the reconsideration of the vote
by which we passed the bill (H. R. 6684) to authorize the
Secretary of the Interior to modify the terms of existing
contracts for the sale of timber on Indian land when it is in
the interest of the Indians so to do, being Calendar No.
1387. I do this merely in order that I may suggest a
change of a word from the singular to the plural.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the vote
by which the bill was passed will be reconsidered.

The bill is before the Senate for amendment.

Mr. STEIWER. In line 7, page 1, I find that the word
“contract” is in the singular. It is agreed by all who
have examined it that it ought to be in the plural. I offer
that amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be
stated.

The Crmier CLERKR. On page 1, line 7, after the word
“uncompleted,” strike out the word “ contract” and insert
the word “ contracts.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the
bill to be read a third time. :

The bill was read the third time and passed.

CHIPPEWA INDIANS OF MINNESOTA

The bill (S. 5626) to amend the act of June 23, 1926,
reserving Rice Lake and contiguous lands for the Chippewa
Indians of Minnesota, was considered, ordered to be en-
grossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed,
as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 2 of the act of June 23, 1926
(44 Stat. 763), entitled “An act setting aside Rice Lake and
contiguous lands in Minnesota for the exclusive use and benefit
of the Chippewa Indians of Minnesota,” be, and the same is
hereby, amended to read as follows:

“All unallotted and undisposed-of lands within the area de-
scribed in section 1 hereof, are hereby permanently withdrawn from
sale or other disposition and are made a part of said reserve, and
the Secretary of the Interior is authorized to acquire by purchase
any lands within sald area at a price of not to exceed $5 per
acre, and to acquire by condemnation proceedings, in accordance
with the laws of the State of Minnesota relating to the con-
demnation of private property for public use, such of said lands
as can not be acquired by purchase at the price named, whether
in private ownership or owned by the State of Minnesota; the
purchase price and costs of acquiring said lands to be pald out
of the trust fund standing to the credit of all of the Chippewa
Indians of Minnesota in the Treasury of the United States upon
warrants drawn by the Secretary of the Interior.”

POST OFFICE BUILDING, LAS VEGAS, NEV.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5362) au-
thorizing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay cerfain sub-
contractors for material and labor furnished in the con-
struction of the post office at Las Vegas, Nev. which was
read, as follows: :

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and directed to pay to subcontractors,
labor, and material men who furnish labor and material to the
Plains Construction Co., defaulted general contractor for the con-
struction of the post office at Las Vegas, Nev., such sums as
he may consider equitable and just to reimburse said subcon-
tractors, labor, and material men for unpaid accounts left by said
Plains Construction Co. at the time of its default, said sums to
be paid only upon proper proof of actual losses sustained ex-
clusive of profit; and there is hereby made available for this
p not to exceed $20,000 from any sum which may remain
from the lump-sum appropriations made for bullding-construc-
tion purposes, notwithstanding the amount of the claims of said
subcontractors in addition to the cost of completing the bullding
exceegmtheumitoicostlarthe construction of the Las Vegas
Post ce.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I should like to have an ex-
planation of that bill.
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Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, this is a matter that I have
already discussed on the floor of the Senate.

The contract for a Federal building in Las Vegas, Nev.,
was let by the department over two years ago. The con-
tractor was from the State of Texas. Apparently his bond
was adequate. He had three bondsmen. The contractor
failed without having paid for much of the materials fur-
nished for the building, and without having paid a great
deal of the labor,

Afterward it was ascertained that the contractor had
forged the names of the bondsmen on the bond, and there
was, therefore, no bond. It is obvious that these men who
furnished materials and the men who performed the labor
have not been paid. For practically two years they have
been kept out of the money that is due them. The mistake
was made because of the negligence of the department in
not looking into the question of the validity of this bond
and the proper details in connection with the signing of it.

The only way in which this injustice can be corrected is
by the passage of this bill. The Treasury Department has
approved it; the Public Buildings and Grounds Committee
of the Senate has approved it; and it is a very valid and
necessary piece of legislation in order to correct the in-
justice that has been done to the labor and material men,
to whom this money has been due for practically two years.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senafor yield?

Mr. ODDIE. I yield.

Mr. KING, Did the Government of the United States
pay the entire contract price to the contractor who de-
faulted?

Mr. ODDIE. Oh, no; just a porfion of the money was
paid. The building is not yet completed. This is to pay
for the work that was done that was not paid for. The
labor felt that the Government had shown good faith in
making this contract and in authorizing the performance
of this work. They believed they would be paid for it. It
is a question involving the good faith of the Government.
The Government must keep faith with these men who
relied on it, and the money due them must be paid.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

FEDERAL BUILDING SITE, MAXWELL, NEER.

The bill (H. R. 10749) to authorize acceptance of pro-
posed donation of property in Maxwell, Nebr., for Federal
building purposes was considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and

he is hereby, authorized and empowered to accept on behalf of
the United States the donation by Mr. C. J. Israel of his property
in Maxwell, Nebr., for Federal building purposes; being & cross
section of lots Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4, block 22, original town, facing
east on Pine Street and having dimensions of 26 by 96 feet,
together with the l-story bank building now located thereon;
,that said property shall be used and operated as are other
public buildings, and that the annual appropriations for the
general maintenance of public buildings under the control of
the Treasury Department shall be construed to be available for
use in connection with said property as for other bulldings under
sald department; and there is hereby authorized to be appro-
priated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appro-
priated, the sum of $1,000 to be used for the purpose of altering,
repairing, and reconditioning said building to make same avall-
able for use as a post office.

BILL PASSED OVER

The bill (H. R. 13521) to transfer control of building No. 2
on the customhouse reservation at Nome, Alaska, to the
Secretary of the Interior, was announced as next in order.

Mr. KING. Mr, President, I do not see the Senator from
New Hampshire [Mr. Keves], who reported this bill. I
have had some letters from Alaska protesting against the
extravagance of the Treasury Department in erecting two
public buildings there at a cost greatly in excess of what
would be justified, and protesting, indeed, against the con-
struction of one of the buildings. If this bill is in the
interest of the execution of the plan of the Treasury Depart-
ment against which protests have come o me, I shall object
to its consideration.

Let the bill go over.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair).
jection being made, the bill will be passed over.

PUBLIC-BUILDING SITE, HUNTSVILLE, ALA,

The bill (H. R. 14321) to authorize the Secretary of the
Treasury, in his discretion, to acquire a new site in Hunts-
ville, Ala., and to construct a building thereon for the ac-
commodation of the courts, post office, and other Govern-
ment offices, was considered, ordered to a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacied, etec., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized, in his discretion, to acquire a new site
in Huntsville, Ala., and to construct a building thereon for the
accommodation of the courts, post office, and other Government
offices, at a cost not to exceed the sum of $234,000, in lieu of the
acquisition of additional land, demolition of bullding, and con-
struction of a new building within said limit of cost fixed under
authority of the act approved July 21, 1932, as modified by the
act approved June 30, 1932.

Ob-

FEDERAL BUILDING, MANGUM, OKLA.

The bill (H. R. 14489) relating to the construction of a
Federal building at Mangum, Okla., was considered, ordered
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, as
follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the construction of the Federal
building at Mangum, Okla,, authorized Ly the act of February 16,
1831 (Doc. No. 788, Tlst Cong.), the Secretary of the Treasury
is hereby authorized to provide facilities for the holding of terms
of the District Court for the Western District of Oklahoma.

FORT PECK IRRIGATION PROJECT, MONTANA

The Senate proceeded to consider the hill (S. 4960) to
reduce the area of the Fort Peck irrigation project in the
State of Montana, which had been reported from the Com-
mittee on Indian Affairs with an amendment to strike out
all after the enacting clause and to insert:

That the Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed to
redesignate such lands in the Fort Peck irrigation project in the
State of Montana as can, in his opinion, be successfully irrigated
with the existing equipment on such project. Such lands shall
comprise, as nearly as practicable, not over 3,000 acres, 4,000 acres,
5,385 acres, and 2,412 acres, respectively, in those parts of the
project known as the Big Muddy unit, Poplar River unit, the Big
Porcupine unit, and the Little Porcupine unit.

Sec. 2. No obligation shall be assumed by the United States for
the irrigation of any land not so designated, and no irrigation
charges shall be imposed in respect of such land.

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to
cause to be made an investigation for the determination of the
probable damages that may result to owners of land that will be
eliminated from the irrigation project by reason of the provisions
of this act and to make his recommendations thereon to Congress
on or before the first Monday in December, 1933.

4 E}Ec 4. Upon the passage of this act the Secretary of the In-
erior—

i:‘), Shall abandon all efforts to irrigate such lands so desig-
na ¥

(b) Shall release the landowners of such lands from all charges
on account of such land in connection with the Fort Peck irrl-
gation project;

(c) May lease or sell, on such terms and conditions as he deems
proper, any land, works, or equipment, or any right or interest
therein, within such project, not needed for the irrigation of the
designated lands, and shall cover the proceeds of any such sale or
lease into the Treasury as miscellaneous receipts;

(d) Shall release, subject to the conditions and limitations
hereinafter provided, all owners of such designated lands from all
charges in respect of such lands, on account of the construction
of such project, except an amount equal to $10 per acre within
the Big Muddy unit, $28 per acre for lands within the Poplar
River unit, $30 per acre for lands within the Big Porcupine unit,
and $20 per acre for lands within the Little Porcupine unit, less
the amount of any payments already made on account of such
charges: Provided, That before the benefits of this provision are
extended to non-Indian owned lands in the designated area the
owners shall enter into contracts with the Government to repay
construction costs as herein fixed and the annual operation and
maintenance expenses; and

(e) Bhall fix like charges, subject to like conditions and limi-
tations, and subject to the provisions of the act of July 1, 1932
(47 Stat. 564), for all such designated lands on which he may
thereafter issue fee patents.

8egc. 5. The charges hereln provided for against non-Indian
owned lands shall be payable under such rules and regulations
as the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe.

Sec. 6. The Secretary of the Interior is authorized and directed
to make such rules and regulations as may be necessary and
proper for carrying out the provisions of this act.
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Mr, KING, Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena-
tor from North Dakota [Mr. Frazier] if this bill is in pur-
suance of the plan of the present Commissioner of Indian
Affairs to readjust many of these so-called reclamation
projects upon Indian reservations. As the Senator knows,
more than $50,000,000 have been appropriated for reclama-
tion projects upon Indian reservations; $36,000,000 are still
further to be expended, and the Indians are not the bene-
ficiaries, but the whites.

Mr. FRAZIER. Mr. President, this is a bill that the
junior Senator from Montana [Mr. WHEELER] introduced.
The department recommended striking out the original
language of the bill and rewriting it. The claim is that it
will help the Indians. It reduces the amount of land under
the project and takes out some, as I understand, that is
not good land and is not worth the irrigation, The Senator
from Montana seemed to think it would be a good thing
for that reservation.

Mr. KING. Is not one of the objects of it to relieve the
white settlers from paying the obligations due upon the land
for the water?

Mr. FRAZIER. No; I do not think that is the case at all

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment of the committee.

The amendment was agreed to.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

‘WHITE EARTH INDIAN RESERVATION, MINN.

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5485) estab-
lishing a State game refuge on islands in the Egg Lakes in
the White Earth Indian Reservation in the State of Minne-
sota, which had been reported from the Committee on In-
dian Affairs with amendments, on page 1, line 4, affer the
figures “ 16,” to insert “ township 141,” and on page 2, line 6,
after “1927,” to insert “ Provided, That in the event the
islands hereby transferred to the State of Minnesota are no
longer used for said State game refuge purposes they shall
automatically revert to their former status of Indian lands,”
so as to make the bill read:

Be it enacted, ete., That the islands in the Egg Lakes, In sec-
tions 9, 10, 14, 15, and 16, township 141 north, range 39 west, fifth
meridian, in the White Earth Indian Reservation in the State of
Minnesota, are hereby reserved from allotment and set aside for
the protection of game animals, birds, and fish, and are hereby
granted to the State of Minnesota; conditioned, however, that such
islands, together with all lands abutting on three of said lakes
located in sections 9, 14, and 16 and the west half of section 15
shall, within two years from the passage and approval of this act,
with the consent of the owner or owners of such abutting lands,
be established as a State game refuge, as provided in section 5610
of Mason's Minnesota Statutes of 1027: Provided, That In the
event the islands hereby transferred to the State of Minnesota are
no longer used for said State game refuge purposes they shall
automatically revert to their former status of Indian lands.

The amendments were agreed to.
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed.

DELEGATION OF POWERS BY INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 7432)
to authorize the Interstate Commerce Commission to dele-
gate certain of its powers, which was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete., That section 17 of the interstate commerce
act, as amended (U. 8. C., title 49, sec. 17), 1s amended by adding
at the end thereof a new paragraph to read as follows:

“(6) The commission is hereby authorized by its order to
assign or refer any portion of its work, business, or functions
arising under this or any other act of Congress or referred to it
by Congress, or either branch thereof, to an individual commis-
sloner, or to a board composed of an employee or employees of
the commission, to be designated by such order, for action thereon,
and by its order at any time to amend, modify, supplement, or
rescind any such assignment or reference: Provided, however,
That this authority shall not extend to investigations instituted
upon the commission’s own motion nor, without the consent of
the partles thereto, to contested proceedings involving the taking
of testimony at public hearings. All such ciders shall take effect
forthwith and remain in effect until otherwise ordered by the
commission. In case of the absence or inability for any other
reason to act of any such individual commissioner or employee
designated to serve upon any such board, the of the
commission may designate another commissioner or employee, as
the case may be, to serve temporarily until the commission ghall
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otherwise order. In conformity with and subject to the order
or orders of the commission in the premises, any such individual
commissioner, or board acting by a majority thereof, shall have
power and authority to hear and determine, order, certify, report,
or otherwise act as to any of said work, business, or functions
so assigned or referred to him or it for action by the commission
and In respect thereof shall have all the jurisidiction and powers
now or then conferred by law upon the commission and be sub-
ject to the same duties and obligations. Any order, decislon, or
report made or other action taken by any such individual com-
missioner or board in respect of any matters so assigned or re-
ferred shall have the same force and effect, and may be made,
evidenced, and enforced in the same manner as if made or taken
by the commission. Any party affected by any order, decision, or
report of any such individual commissioner or board may file a
petition for reconsideration or for rehearing by the commission
or a division thereof and every such petition shall be passed upon
by the commission or a division thereof. Any action by a division
upon such a petition shall itself be subject to reconsideration by
the on, as provided in section 16a of this act (U. 8. C.,
title 49, sec. 16a), and in paragraph (4) of this section. The com-
mission may, as provided in paragraph (1) of this section, make
and amend rules for the conduct of proceedings before such indi-
vidual commissioner or board and for the rehearing of such action -
before a division of the commission or the commission. The sec-
retary and seal of the commission shall be the secretary and seal
of such individual commissioner or board.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I trust the
Senator from Michigan [Mr. Couzens], who is present, will
make an explanation of this bill,

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, this bill was given very
careful consideration by the House Committee on Inter-
state and Foreign Commerce. Quite extensive hearings
were held, and it was passed unanimously. The bill came
to the Senate and went to the Interstate Commerce Com-
mittee, where we had Commissioner Eastman before us.

I draw attention to paragraph (6), which, in the initial
language, seems rather broad. It says:

The commission is hereby authorized by its order to assign or
refer any portion of its work, business, or functions arising under
this or any other act of Congress or referred to it by Congress, or
either branch thereof, to an individual commissioner, or to a board
composed of an employee or employees of the commissien, to be
designated by such order, for action thereon, and by its order at

any time to amend, modify, supplement, or rescind any such
assignment or reference.

Now I draw attention to the limitations:

Provided, however, That this authority shall not extend to in-
vestigations instituted upon the commission's own motion nor,
without the consent of the parties thereto—

And I think that is the important part—

to contested proceedings involving the taking of testimony at
public hearings. All such orders shall take effect forthwith and
remain in effect until otherwise ordered by the commission.

The purpose of this is to assign to employees many of the
details that now occupy the time of the Interstate Commerce
Commission; such, for instance, as an overcharge claim by
a shipper, where a trained employee of the commission is
much more familiar with the details than any individual
commissioner. I could go on and recite many of the details
which can be assigned if this bill is enacted into law.

There is no objection to the bill from any source that we
can find, either the practitioners before the commission,
the commissioners themselves, the railroads, or anyone
else. In other words, the bill proposes a very great simpli-
fication of the proceedings now conducted before the com-
mission.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I shall not object, Mr.
President.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed.

NORTH CAROLINA SENATORIAL CONTEST

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution (S. Res.
346) to pay certain expenses incurred in connection with
the so-called Pritchard-Bailey contested election case from
North Carolina, which had been reported from the Commit-
tee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the
Senate, with amendments.

The first amendment was on page 1, line 1, after the
words “sum of ”, to strike out * $500” and insert * $250 ",
so as to read:

Resolved, That the sum of $250 be paid to the treasurer of the
State of North Carolina.
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Mr. BATLEY. Mr. President, I do not want to interpose
an objection to the action of the committee; but I do think
the figure “ $250 ” in line 1 should be “ $500.” The State
of North Carolina paid $500 to counsel for the treasurer,
who attended three actions in three separate courts. As a
matter of dignity of the State and of the Senate, I think
that if we pay anything on that account we should pay the
$500.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I inquire if
the resolution as the committee proposes to amend it is sat-
isfactory to the Senator from North Carolina.

Mr. BAILEY., With the exception of the $250 proposed

to be paid to the State of North Carolina; but I will accept
that rather than delay the conclusion of this matter. I am
not going to offer an amendment, although if some other
Senator does I will support it; but the balance of the reso-
lution is satisfactory.
- Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have a great deal of sym-
pathy with the position taken by the Senator from North
Carolina. Being the ranking member upon the committee,
I have given considerable attention to this matter.

Mr. BULKLEY. Mr. President, it seems clear to me that
either the State of North Carolina ought to be reimbursed
or it should not be reimbursed. I think it should be reim-
bursed. But I do not see any reason why we should quibble
with the State of North Carolina over $250. I hope the
amendment will be defeated.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the amendment.

The amendment was rejected.

The next amendment of the committee was on line 3, to
strike out “ $3,000 ” and to insert in lieu thereof “ $1,500.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The next amendment was on line 4, to strike out “ $8,000 "
and to insert in lieu thereof “ $4,000.”

The amendment was agreed to.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question now is on
agreeing to the resolution, as amended.

The resolution, as amended, was agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the sum of $500 be paid to the treasurer of the
State of North Carolina; that the sum of 1,500 be paid to Hon.
Josiah W. Baliley, the sitting senior Senator from North Carolina;
and that $4,000 be paid to Hon. George M. Pritchard, of Asheville,
N. C,; all of said sums to be paid from the contingent fund of
the Senate and in full settlement of expenses incurred in the
contested case affecting the seat of the senior Senator from North
Carolina.

INVESTIGATION OF AIR MAIL AND OCEAN MAIL CONTRACTS

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution (5. Res.
349) creating a special committee of the Senate to investi-
gate air mail and ocean mail contracts, which had been
reported from the Committee to Audit and Control the Con-
tingent Expenses of the Senate with an amendment on page
3, line 6, to strike out *“ $10,000” and insert in lieu thereof
* $5,000,” so as to make the resolution read:

Resolved, That a special committee of the Senate, to be ap-
pointed by the President of the Senate, three from the majority
political party and two from the minority political party, is
authorized and directed to investigate and make a full, complete,
and detailed inquiry into all existing contracts entered into by the
Postmaster General for the carriage of air mail and ocean mail,
both forelgn and domestic, with a view to determining particu-
larly (1) all the circumstances surrounding the execution and
continuation of, and the necessity, if any, of maintaining, altering,
or canceling such contracts; (2) the organization and financial
condition of the associations, partnerships, or corporations with
which such contracts have been entered into, including a study of
their capital stock, authorized and paid in, their receipts and ex-
penditures, their total outlay in salaries pald to officers, executives,
and employees, whether by way of bonus or otherwise, and their
relationship, whether by interlocking directorates or otherwise,
with any other individual, association, public official, partnership,
or corporation, commercial or banking; (3) the extent of any
activities by or on behalf of any association, partnership, or cor-
poration with which such contracts have been entered into, in any
effort to obtain, through legislation or otherwise, cash subsidies
from the United States; and (4) any other facts relating to legis-

lation or appropriations affecting air maill and ocean mail con-
tracts, both foreign and domestic. The committee shall report to

the Benate, as soon as practicable, the results of its investigations,
together with its recommendations.

For the purposes of this resolution the committee, or any duly
authorized subcorumitiee thereof, is authorized to hold such hear-
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ings, to sit and act at such times and places during the sessions
and recesses of the SBenate in the Seventy-second and su
Congresses, to employ such clerical and other assistants, to require
by subpena or otherwise the attendance of such witnesses and the
production of such books, papers, and documents, to administer
such oaths, to take such testimony, and to make such expenditures
as it deems advisable. The cost of stenographic services to report
such hearings shall not be in excess of 25 cents per hundred words.
The expenses of the committee, which shall not exceed $5,000,
shall be pald from the contingent fund of the Senate upon
vouchers approved by the chairman.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I propose
an amendment, on line 2, after the word “ Senate,” to
strike out all down to and including the word “ party” in
line 4, and I will make just a brief explanation of the
amendment.

The resolution as drafted by the Senator from Alabama,
requires the President of the Senate to appoint three Mem-
bers from the majority and two from the minority. We all
know that within about a week the majority in the Senate
will change, and for that reason I do not wish to have the
Chair bound to appoint a majority from the other side of
the Chamber. I think he should and will appoint a ma-
jority from this side of the Chamber, in view of the fact
that those in control of the Government will change in such
a short time.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. REED. I was about to suggest an amendment with
the same thought in mind, but to accomplish the result in
a different way. I was about to propose that after the word
‘1‘ gsz’gnjtte," in line 2, we insert the words “ after March 4,

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I would pre-
fer, and I think the Senator from Alabama would prefer
to leave the Chair at liberty to make the appointments now,
so that the investigation might proceed, if the resolution
is agreed to, at as early a date as possible.

Mr. REED. There would be a difference of only one week,
and it seems to me that, since the investigation can not
be concluded within that week, it is better that the appoint-
ments be made by the new Vice President.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It is true that the in-
vestigation not only could not be completed within a week,
but no doubt will not be started within that time.

Mr. President, I will accept the amendment of the Sen-
ator from Pennsylvania, so far as I am authorized to accept
any amendment, if the Senator from Alabama will consent,
in lieu of my own amendment. I withdraw my amendment
and ask consideration of the amendment proposed by the
Senator from Pennsylvania.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The clerk will state the
amendment proposed by the Senator from Pennsylvania.

The Cuaier CLERK. The Senator from Pennsylvania offers
the following amendment, on page 1, line 2, after the word
“ Senate ” and the comma, to insert the words “ after March
4, 1933.”

The amendment was agreed fo.

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr, President, I shall not utilize my
prerogative of objecting to this resolution, although I do
not think there is any necessity for its adoption.

I desire, however, if I may have the attention of the Sen-
ate, to call attention to the fact that, in a time when econ-
omy is needed and urged, and little people are having
amounts of money taken away from them, we are spending
thousands and thousands of dollars in investigating the air
mail. It has been a favorite indoor and outdoor sport of
the Congress for some time.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. BINGHAM. I yield.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator speaks of this
investigation as a great charge on the Treasury of the
United States.

Mr. BINGHAM. No, Mr. President, I have not referred
to the pending investigation, but to preceding investigations.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, I thought the Senator was
speaking of the pending resolution.

Mr. BINGHAM. It has been a favorite indoor and out-
door sport of the Congress for the past 15 or 16 years
to investigate aviation. When the President appointed
the Morrow board some five or six years ago, we learned
that within the nine years preceding that there had been
nine investigations. One House committee alone had pub-
lished a small shelfful of volumes as a result of their
investigation.

After the Morrow board’s report, for the next few years
aviation went along fairly well, and there were very few
investigations. But the urge to investigate started in again
a few years ago, and last year, or perhaps a little more
than a year ago, we passed Senate Resolution 53, calling
upon the Postmaster General to give us information re-
garding the air mail contracts. He and his associates spent
several months in preparing a report in accordance with the
resolution, the report was printed at the expense of the
taxpayers of the United States in a volume of 1,256 pages,
and I am informed by the Government Printing Office that
it cost $8,693 just to print that report with regard to the
air mail. We do not know how many thousands of dollars
it cost the Post Office Department to prepare the material.

Last spring the House of Representatives decided that the
air mail needed an investigation, and in March, 1932, they
spent five or six thousand dollars and printed a document
of 200 pages as a result of their investigation with regard
to the air mail.

Not satisfied with that, they got another resolution
through in June, 1932, House Resolution 226, asking all
kinds of information about contracts, the prices paid, and
so forth, very much in line with the resolution we are now
asked to pass, and appropriated $5,000 for the investigation,
employing an expert. Their report has recently been printed.

During the hearings on the Treasury and Post Office ap-
propriation bill nearly 1,000 pages of testimony was taken
regarding the air mail and the ocean mail, printed at a
cost of about $5,000, and now we are asked to spend $5,000
more investigating this already overinvestigated subject.

It may be that the Senate wants to do it. It may be that
the air mail is in such bad condition and that the contracts
are so bad that they need investigation. I do not intend to
object to the passage of the resolution, but I would like to
have a vote upon it, after the Senate understands that we
have already spent about eighteen or twenty thousand dol-
lars in the last year and a half in investigating the air mail;
and if the Senate wants to spend another $5,000 investigat-
ing it, I have no objection, except that I shall vote against it.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the resolution as amended.

The resolution as amended was agreed to.

MATILDA A. BARKLEY

The resolution (S. Res. 366) to pay to Matilda A. Barkley
a sum equal to six months’ compensation of the late Joshua
W. Barkley was read, considered, and agreed to, as follows:

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate hereby is authorized
and directed to pay from the appropriation for miscellaneous
items, contingent fund of the Senate, fiscal year 1832, to Matilda
A. Barkley, widow of Joshua W. Barkley, late a laborer in the
employ of the Senate under supervision of the Sergeant at Arms,
a sum equal to six months' compensation at the rate he was re-
ceiving by law at the time of his death, sald sum to be considered
inclusive of funeral expenses and all other allowances.

CHANGES IN THE NAVY RATION

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (S. 5675) to ef-
fect needed changes in the Navy ration, which was ordered
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That sections 1580 and 1581, Revised Statutes,
as amended by the act of June 29, 1906, and the act of March
2, 1907 (34 Stat. 570, 571, 1193; U. 8. C., title 84, secs. 902, 903,
906), are hereby repealed. ;

The Navy ration issued to each person entitled thereto shall
consist of the following daily allowance of provisions: 8 ounces
of biscuit or 12 ounces of soft bread or 12 ounces of flour; 12
ounces of preserved meat or 14 ounces of salt or smoked meat
or 20 ounces of fresh meat or fresh fish or poultry; 12 ounces
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of dried vegetables or 18 ounces of canned vegetables or 44 ounces
of fresh vegetables; 4 ounces of dried fruit or 10 ounces of canned
fruit or 6 ounces of preserved fruit or 16 ounces of fresh fruit;
2 ounces of cocoa or 2 ounces of coffee or half ounce of tea; 4
ounces of evaporated milk or 1 ounce of powdered milk or half pint
of fresh milk, together with 1 ounces of butter, 1y5 ounces of
cereals or rice or starch foods, half ounce of cheese, 1% eggs, 1%
ounces of lard or lard substitute, two-fifths of a gill of oils or
sauces or vinegar, 5 ounces of sugar and such quantities of
powder and soda, flavoring extracts, mustard, pepper, pickles, salt,
sirup, spices, and yeast as required.

Sec. 2. Any article comprised in the Navy ration may be issued
in excess of the authorized quantity: Provided, That there be an
underissue of the same value in some other article or articles.

Sec. 3. The Secretary of the Navy is authorized to increase the
above-stated allowances on those vessels and stations having an
allowed complement of less than 150 men and subsisting on a
ration allowance, when, in his opinion, such vessels and stations
are operating under conditions which warrant such increases.

Sec. 4. The Secretary of the Nayy is authorized to fix the limit
of the cost of rations on desfroyers, submarines, mine sweepers,
tugs, alrcraft, and other vessels and stations subsisted under the
direction of commanding officers.

LOANS OF CONDEMNED PROPERTY

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 13026) fo
amend section 546, title 34, U. S. C., which was ordered to a
third reading, read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 231 of the act of May 232,
1896 (29 Stat. 133, sec. 546, title 34, U, 8. C.), be, and the same is
hereby, amended to read as follows:

“BSec. b46. Loan or gift of condemned or obsolete property:
The Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discre-
tion, to lend or give to soldiers’ monument associations, posts of
the Grand Army of the Republic, posts of the American Legion,
and other recognized war-veteran associations, State museums,
and incorporated museums operated and maintained for educa-
tional purpose only, whose charter denles them the right to
operate for profit, and municipal corporations condemned or ob-
solete  ordnance, guns, projectiles, books, manuscripts, works of
art, drawings, plans, models, and other condemned or obsolete
material which may not be needed in the service of the Navy
Department. Such loan or gift shall be made subject to rules
and regulations covering the same, and the Government shall be
at no expense in connection with any such loan or gift.”

BERYL M. M'HAM

The Senate proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 10070)
for the relief of Beryl M. McHam, which had been reported
from the Committee on Military Affairs with an amend-
ment, on page 1, line 9, affer the numerals 1920 ” fo in-
sert the words, “ Provided, That no pay, compensation,
benefit, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior
to the passage of this act,” so as fo make the bill read:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws
conferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably dis-
char soldiers, Beryl M. McHam, who served in Company C,
Twenty-sixth Regiment, and Company C, Eighth Regiment,
United States Infantry, World War, shall hereafter be held and
considered to have been honorably discharged from the military
service of the United States on the Tth day of July, 1920: Pro-
vided, That no pay, compensation, benefit, or allowance shall be
held to have accrued prior to the passage of this act.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, on yesterday the Committee
on Military Affairs authorized me to report three bills for
the calendar. Through neglect on my part I did not report
them in time to have them printed on the calendar to-day,
and I ask unanimous consent that they be considered imme-
diately following the last bill on the calendar.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Kentucky? The Chair hears
none, and it is so ordered. The question is, Shall the amend-
ment of House bill 10070 be engrossed and the bill be read
a third time?

Mr. KING. Let the bill go over.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold his
objection a moment?

Mr. KING. I will

Mr. REED. This is one of the most extraordinary cases
that has come before the Committee on Military Affairs for
a long time.

Mr. President, a man enlisted in the Army one week before
we entered the World War in 1917. He was among the first
enlisted men to go abroad. He was assigned to the First
Division. He was in every major offensive the American
Army fought. He was very severely wounded in several
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places. He was put on the most perilous of duty. He served
in raiding squads. I remember that at one time he and 11
other Americans went over and captured 29 Germans in a
surprise raid. He was put into isolated posts, far in front,
charged with throwing hand grenades into German frenches
close before him. This man was given a citation for distin-
guished gallantry in action. He had as fine a fighting record
as any soldier in the Army.

After the armistice, when he had recovered from his
wounds, he volunteered to go forward in the Army of Occu-
pation, and was assigned to the Twenty-sixth Division. That
division at that time was largely made up of men who had
not seen any fighting, but had been sent abroad to fill up
outfits as replacements, after the armistice. Those new
soldiers did not know McHam, and he did not know them.

It was supposed that he was probably a recent replace-
ment who had not seen any service. Like a number of other
mistaken young men, he did not behave himself very well
- in Coblentz. One night in September, 1919, he got drunk
with two or three others and got into a fist fight and seems
to have done some very courageous battling in that affair.
He was charged with having beaten up three other Ameri-
can soldiers. He was arrested and tried by general court-
martial. On the advice of his counsel, an Army officer, he
stood mute and made no defense. I think his counsel ought
to have been dishonorably discharged for giving him such
advice. The sentence was 15 months at hard labor and dis-
honorable discharge. He took it and was dishonorably dis-
charged. In some way he got himself back into the Army
on a new enlistment from which he deserted at Fort Hamil-
ton, N. Y., some six months afterwards.

The committee have always firmly taken the position that
we would not pardon desertion except in cases where the
soldier had a good record in actual combat with the enemy.
This is such an oufstanding case of good service that the
committee did not hesitate, but were unanimous in report-
ing the bill favorably. I hope it may be favorably considered.

Mr. KING. I have no objection.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, reserving
the right to object, within five minutes a Senator on this
floor has spoken to me about reporting favorably from the
Committee on Naval Affairs a bill removing a dishonorable
record from an enlisted naval man who was given an unde-
sirable discharge during the war period—not a dishonorable
discharge, but an undesirable discharge—and whose record
offenses were shooting craps and being absent for a few
days. I could not consent. I do not know when and where
and how we can draw the line once we lift the ban
on dishonorable discharges when they are inflicted dur-
ing the period of war. The purpose of the legislation
is to give World War benefits to these soldiers with
dishonorable records. If we raise the ban for this man,
who undoubtedly has rendered brave and conspicuous war
service but nevertheless has a dishonorable discharge, I do
not know where and when and how we are going to draw
the line. I have insisted in the Committee on Naval Affairs,
before which committee are hundreds of cases, that if a
man goes through a war with an honorable record and later
enlists and gets drunk and is dishonorably discharged, I will
help to lift the dishonorable dicharge so that he will not
be deprived of his war-service benefits, but he must come
with clean hands, an honorable war-period record, in order
for him to get the benefits that are given an honorably dis-
charged war veteran. On that account I regret to say I
must object. I object to dishonorably discharged veterans’
being added to-the pension rolls when we are advocating
reducing the pensions and compensations of honorably dis-
charged veterans.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made, and the
bill goes over.

WILLIAM MATHEW SQUIRES

The bill (H. R. 2601) for the relief of William Mathew
Squires was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:
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Be it enacted, ete., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldlers Willlam Mathew BSquires, late of Company C, Third
Regiment Texas Volunteer Infantry, war with Spain, shall here-
after be held and considered to have been honorably discharged
from the military service of the United States as a member of
that organization on the 16th day of July, 1898, and notwith-
standing any provisions to the contrary in the act relating to
pensions approved April 26, 1898, as amended by the act approved
May 11, 1908: Provided, That no bounty, back pay, pension, or
?II:;WM:CB shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of

act.

PRICE HUFF

The bill (H. R. 11035) for the relief of Price Huff, was
considered. The bill had been reported from the Committee
on Military Affairs with an amendment on page 1, line 9,
after the word “ no ” to strike out:
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall .be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act: Provided further, That
if the said Huff shall within 12 months after the enactment of
this act file with the Veterans' Administration a claim for ad-
Jjusted-service compensation under the provislons of the World
War veterans' act of 1924, as amended, then and in that event
nothing in this act contained shall be construed to prevent sald
veteran from being allowed his adjusted-service certificate, if he
be found otherwise entitled thereto;

And to insert in lieu thereof “ back pay, compensation,
benefit, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to
the passage of this act.”

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr, REED. Mr, President, I want to propose a further
amendment. On page 1, line 7, strike out the words “ dis-
charged under honorable conditions” and insert the words
“honorably discharged.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be
stated.

The amendment was, on page 1, line 7, to strike out the
words “ discharged under honorable conditions ” and insert
“ honorably discharged,” so as to make the bill read:

Be 1t enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Price Huff, who was a member of the Chemical Warfare
Service, United States Army, shall be held and considered to have
been honorably discharged from the military service of the United
States as a member of that service on the 6th day of February,
1920: Provided, That no back pay, compensation, benefit, or allow-

ance shall be held to have accrued prior to the passage of this
act.

The amendment was agreed to.

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the
bill to be read a third time.

The bill was read the third time and passed.

SALE OF GOVERNMENT PROPERTY, ST. LOUIS, MO.

The bill (S. 5660) authorizing the Secretary of the Treas-
ury to sell certain Government property in St. Louis, Mo.,
was considered.

Mr. McKELLAR. Mr, President, this is a very bad time
to sell property. May we have some explanation of the bill?

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, the facts are that the bill
authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to sell what is
known as the old customhouse in St. Louis. The price is
to be fixed by the Secretary of the Treasury. The old cus-
tomhouse is a very old building no longer suitable for the
uses of the Government. A new building to house the cus-
toms service and other governmental activities is already
under contract. The city of St. Louis contemplates the
creation of a north and south boulevard and wishes to make
arrangements at this time. The bill provides that the Gov-
ernment shall be permitted to occupy the old customhouse
free of rent until such time as the new building shall have
been completed.

Mr. McKELLAR. I have no objection.

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading,
read the third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc.,, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and
he is hereby, authorized and empowered, in his discretion, to sell
to the city of St. Louis, Mo., the appraisers’ stores site and build-
ing at Third and Olive Streets in the said city at fair market

value at such time and upon such terms and conditions as he
may deem to be to the best interests of the United States, and to
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convey such property to the city of Bt. Louls by usual quitclaim
deed: Provided, That the site and building shall remain in the
custody and control of the United States and shall be occupled
by the United States without payment of rent until such time as
the new Federal bullding at St. Louis, in which the present Gov-
ernment activities in the appraisers’ stores bullding are to be
housed, is completed and occupied and the present appraisers’
stores site and building are no longer required for any of the ac-
tivities of the United States Government: And provided further,
That the proceeds of such sale shall be deposited in the

as miscellaneous receipts in accordance with the provisions of
section 5 of the act entitled “An act to provide for the construc-
ﬂ.c;n of certain public buildings, and for other purposes,” approved

y 25, 1926.

ALEXANDER F. SAWHILL

The bill (H. R. 6270) for the relief of Alexander F. Saw-
hill, was considered, ordered to a third reading, read the
third time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers, Alexander F. Sawhill, who was a member of Company C,
Tenth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves; Thirty-ninth Regiment
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, shall hereafter be held and con-
sidered to have been honorably discharged from the military serv-
ice of the United States as a member of that organization on the
7th day of December, 1863: Provided, That no bounty, back pay,
pension, or allowance shall be held to have accrued prior to the
passage of this act.

ACQUISITION OF LAND, CAMP BULLIS, TEX,

The bill (H. R. 12769) to provide an additional authori-
zation for the acquisition of land in the vicinity of Camp
Bullis, Tex., was considered.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I would like to inquire whether
the original appropriation was not sufficient?

Mr. REED. Mr, President, it was not sufficient. It was
$15,000. We tried to get the land by private negotiation
and that proved to be impossible. Thereupon condemna-
tion proceedings were started and the judgment price fixed
in those proceedings was $21,300. At present we find our-
selves in this situation. Interest at 6 per cent is running
on the $21,000 judgment and at the same time we are pay-
ing a rental of about $100 a month for the same property.
We are paying twice for the same property and we want to
terminate that double liability.

Mr, KING. I have no objection.

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third
time, and passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That, in addition to the sum of $15,000
authorized by the act of January 12, 1829, to be appropriated for
the acquisition by the Secretary of War in the vicinity of and for
use in connection with the present military reservation at Camp
Bullis, Tex., and which was appropriated in the War Department
appropriation act for the fiscal year 1931, there is authorized to
be appropriated for the same purpose, to meet the judgment in
condemnation proceedings, an additional sum of not to exceed

$6,400, together with such amount as may be necessary to pay
interest.

WATER FOR FIRE-FIGHTING PURPOSES ADJACENT TO DISTRICT OF
COLUMBIA

The bill (S, 1001) to authorize the Chief of Engineers of
the Army to enter into agreements with local governments
adjacent to the District of Columbia for the use of water for
purposes of fire fighting only was considered, ordered to
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That the Chief of Engineers of the Army is
hereby authorized to formulate regulations and enter into agree-
ments with county or other local governments in communities
adjacent to the District of Columbia for the use of water from
unmetered mains or conduits for emergency purposes in fire
fighting only.

JERRY V. CRANE

The bill (H. R. 5367) for the relief of Jerry V. Crane was

considered.

Mr, McKELLAR. Mr. President, let us have the bill read.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Jerry V, Crane, who was a member of Company K, Thirty-
seventh Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Mounted Infantry, shall

hereafter be held and considered to have been honorably dis-
charged from the military service of the United States as a private
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of that organization on the 5th day of March, 1864: Provided, That
no bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to have
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I can not believe that any
soldier from EKentucky ever deserted, so I ask the Senafor
from Kentucky to make an explanation.

Mr. LOGAN. Mr. President, it has been so long ago that
I do not say with definiteness, but the man was reported fo
have deserted and was reported to have died in a hospital.
I do not know which is correct. However, he is 84 or 85
years old; the House passed the bill with approval, and the
Senate Committee on Military Affairs has approved if.

Mr. KING. Is the Senator sure the ex-soldier is not
dead?

Mr. LOGAN.
last I heard.

There being no objection, the bill was ordered to a third
reading, read the third time, and passed.

STUART L. RITZ

The bill (H. R. 716T) for the relief of Stuart L. Ritz was
announced as next in order, and was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That in the administration of any laws con-
ferring rights, privileges, and benefits upon honorably discharged
soldiers Stuart L. Ritz, late of Company L, Second Regiment
United States Infantry, shall hereafter be held and considered to
have been honorably discharged from the military service of the
United States on the 22d day of April, 1899: Provided, That no
bounty, back pay, pension, or allowance shall be held to bhave
accrued prior to the passage of this act.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I would
like to inquire if there was in this case a dishonorable dis-
charge and if an attempt is now being made by special act
of Congress to remove such a record.

Mr. LOGAN. The record was made during the Spanish-
American War. That is my recollection. I do not have
the report before me.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I feel very strongly that
if we are to remove the dishonocrable discharge ban and
change the veterans’ law and allow all dishonorably dis-
charged veterans to come in and get the benefit of veterans’
laws, we ought to make it a general practice and have a
general bill covering them all. If this dishonorable dis-
charge came after the war during another enlistment,
then I would be willing to join in removing if, assuming
that his war record was good.

Mr. LOGAN. May I suggest to the Senator from Massa-
chusetts that there is never a call of the Calendar that bills
of this kind are not passed. The records are filled with
them for years and years. The Senator from Massachusetts
does not mean to say that he has just discovered that such
bills are being passed? I remind him that such bills are
passed on every call of the Calendar.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I have never, as a member
of the Committee on Naval Affairs for years, known of any
such bill to be passed removing a dishonorable discharge
which was made a matter of record during the war. I have
voted for and advocated and reported bills for the removal
of a dishonorable discharge inflicted after the war where the
record shows the man made an honorable record during the
war and wanted the benefit extended to war veterans of that
honorable record. But I have refused and I now refuse to
permit a dishonorable record to be wiped out when made
during the war. If there is evidence that the dishonorable
record was incurred after the war following an honorable
record during the war, that is another question. On a record
of dishonorable discharge imposed during the war, I insist
that the man shall not be given the same benefits as the
honorably discharged man. If we make one exception, then
we should except them all. How can we justify advocating
the reduction of the benefits of honorably discharged vet-
erans and adding dishonorably discharged veterans to the
lists?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mas-
sachusetts object?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusefts. I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill goes over.

No; I am not sure. He was about dead the
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POSTHUMOUS AWARD TO GLENN H. CURTISS, DECEASED

The bill (H. R. 11980) authorizing the President to make
a posthumous award of a distinguished-flying cross to Glenn
H. Curtiss, deceased, and to present the same to Lua Curtiss,
mother of the said Glenn H. Curtiss, deceased, was consid-
ered, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and
passed, as follows:

Be it enacted, ete, That the President be, and he is hereby,
authorized to make a posthumous award of a distinguished-flying
cross to Glenn H. Curtiss for distinguished service in the develop-
ment of American aviation. The distinguished-flying cross shall
be presented to Lua Curtiss, mother of the said Glenn H. Curtiss,
deceased.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, we have now
finished the call of the printed calendar and I understand
that other bills are being called up concerning which reports
are not available. I shall object to the consideration of
further bills for the reason that it seems to me manifest that
Senators ought to have the opportunity of examining the
reports.

NATIONAL BANKING ASSOCIATIONS

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the
amendments of the House of Representatives to the joint
resolution (S. J. Res. 256) authorizing the Comptroller of
the Currency to exercise with respect to national banking
associations powers which State officials may have with
respect to State banks, savings banks, and/or trust com-
panies under State laws, which were, on page 1, line 6, to
strike out “ national banking associations ” and insert * any
national banking association;” on page 2, line 2, after the
word “ nothing” to strike out all down to and including
“ associations ” in line 6, and insert “ herein shall be con-
strued to permit the establishment of branches of either
National or State member banks or allow consolidation of
either National or State member banks not allowed by exist-
ing laws,” and on page 2, to strike out lines 14 and 15 and
insert the following: “The powers herein conferred shall
terminate six months from its approval by the President;
but the President of the United States may extend its force
by proclamation for an additional six months.”

Mr. COUZENS. I move that the Senate concur in the
House amendments.

The motion was agreed to.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—ENROLLED JOINT RESOLUTIONS SIGNED

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr. Hal-
tigan, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker had
affixed his signature to the following enrolled joint resolu-
tions, and they were signed by the Vice President:

S. J. Res. 223. Joint resolution establishing the United
States Georgia Bicentennial Commission, and for other pur-
poses;

S. J. Res. 256. Joint resolution authorizing the Comptroller
of the Currency to exercise with respect to national banking
associations powers which State officials may have with re-
spect to State banks, savings banks, and/or trust companies
under State laws; and

H. J. Res. 583. Joint resolution to provide for a change of
site of the Federal building to be constructed at Binghamton,
N--¥
APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE TREASURY AND POST OFFICE DEPART-

MENTS =

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Fess in the chair) laid
before the Senate the action of the House of Representatives
relative to certain amendments of the Senate to House bill
13520, the Treasury and Post Office Departments appropria-
tion bill, which were previously laid before the Senate and
read in full.

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President, I advert again to the Treas-
ury and Post Office Departments appropriation bill and move
that the Senate disagree to the amendments of the House
to the amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 14, 15, and 16;
that it further insist upon its amendments in disagreement,
being amendments Nos. 1 to 16, inclusive, and ask a further
conference with the House on the disagreeing votes of the
two Houses thereon, and that the Chair appoint the con-
ferees on the part of the Senate.
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Mr. BLACEK. Mr. President, may I ask whether that is
satisfactory to the Senator from Vermont [Mr. AusTin]?

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, such arrangements have
been made between the managers of the former conference
and those who are interested in the amendments that we
have no objection to the adoption of this motion.

The motion of Mr, Opp1e was agreed to, and the Presiding
Officer (Mr. Fess in the chair) appointed Mr. Oppre, Mr.
Smoot, Mr. BingHaM, Mr. DicKINsoN, Mr. Keyes, Mr. MoSES,
Mr. Grass, Mr. McKEeLLAR, Mr. BraTTOoN, Mr. ByrNes, and
Mr. Taomas of Oklahoma conferees on the part of the
Senate at the further conference.

APPROPRIATIONS FOR THE DEPARTMENTS OF STATE, JUSTICE, ETC.—
CONFERENCE REPORT

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I submit the conference report
on the bill making appropriations for the Departments of
State and Justice, and for the Judiciary, and for the Depart-
ments of Commerce and Labor, and ask unanimous con-
sent for its immediate consideration.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Maine
submits a conference report which will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of
the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill
(H. R. 14363) “ making appropriations for the Departments
of State and Justice and for the Judiciary, and for the
Depariments of Commerce and Labor, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1934, and for other purposes,” having met,
after full and free conference have agreed to recommend
and do recommend to their respective Houses as follows:

That the Senate recede from its amendments numbered
4, 12, 15, 17, and 18.

That the House recede from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 2, 3, 5, 7, 8, 9, 10, and
16, and agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 6: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 6,
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows: In
lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted by such amend-
ment, insert the following: “ Convention relating to liquor
traffic in Africa, $55; in all, $575,486"”; and the Senate
agree to the same.

Amendment numbered 19: That the House recede from its
disagreement to the amendment of the Senate numbered 19,
and agree to the same with an amendment, as follows:
Restore the matter stricken out by such amendment and in
the matter so restored, strike out the sum * $13,195” and
insert in lieu thereof the sum *“ $8,500"; and the Senate
agree to the same,

The committee of conference report in disagreement
amendments numbered 1, 11, 13, and 14.

FREDERICK HALE,
Henry W. KEYES,
Geo. H. MosEs,
KENNETH MCKELLAR,
CARL HAYDEN,
Managers on the part of the Senate.
W. B. OLIVER,
ANTHONY J. GRIFFIN,
CLARENCE CANNON,
Mirton W. SHREVE,
GEORGE HOLDEN TINKHAM,
Managers on the part of the House,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the
Senator from Maine to ask unanimous consent for the pres-
ent consideration of the report?

Mr. HALE, I do.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing
to the conference report.

The report was agreed to.

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I now ask the Chair fo lay
before the Senate the action of the House on the amend-
ments shown by the conference report to be in disagreement.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair lays before the
Senate the action of the House of Representatives on the
amendments referred to by the Senator from Maine, which
will be read.

The Chief Clerk read as follows:

IN THE HoUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES,
February 25, 1933.

Resolved, That the House recede from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate Nos. 1, 11, and 14 to the bill (H. R.
14363) making appropriations for the Departments of State and
Justice and for the Judiciary, and for the Departments of Com-
merce and Labor, for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, and for
other purposes, and concur therein.

That the House insist upon its disagreement to the amendment
of the Senate No. 13.

Mr. HALE, I move that the Senate recede from its
amendment No, 13.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, what is the amend-
ment from which it is proposed the Senate shall recede?

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, this is the item in regard to
the construction of metal furniture in prisons. The House
bill contained a provision that none of the appropriation
should be used for this purpose. The Senate eliminated
that provision. The House has refused to accept the Senate
amendment, and I move that the Senate recede.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the
motion of the Senator from Maine.

The motion was agreed to.

CABINET OF PRESIDENT-ELECT ROOSEVELT

Mr. WHEELER. I ask unanimous consent fo have in-
serted in the REcorp an article by Carlisle Bargeron, being
a timely comment upon the Cabinet of President-elect
Roosevelt, appearing in the Washington Herald of February
24, 1933.

There being no objection, the article was ordered printed
in the REcorbp, as follows:

[From the Washington Herald, February 24, 1933]
THE LISTENING POST
By Carlisle Bargeron

There will continue for some time, of course, to be disap-
pointment over the Roosevelt Cabinet because it includes none
of the " big” minds. Undoubtedly it has been the reflection of
this disappointment in the stock market that has caused it to
go down the past two or three days. Ah, those boys up there in
what we affectionately term *“ the Street "—if you are really blasé
and understand finance, you always say " the Street "—those boys
know what is good for the country, They can detect the weakness
in a set-up immediately.

For example, they had only to secan the Roosevelt Cabinet and
perceive it was without a *“ big"” mind and realize that the thing
to do was to sell, not buy. When you contemplate the minds of
these boys of the Street, the acuteness of their perception, the
alertness of their processes, one is left utterly awed.

They have, though, been quite unfair in their criticism of Mr,
Roosevelt’'s Cabinet. Their disappointment is easily understood.
But for them to criticize is not to know what has gene on.

They overlook entirely in their criticism of the absence of
“big"” minds in the Cabinet the fact that none was available,
that instead, all of the “ big " minds are either under indictment,
should be, or to say the least are in decided ill repute. Which is
:g say that the country has gotten an overdose of their big-mind-

ness.

To {llustrate: My choice of a “ big " mind for the Cabinet would
have been Mr. Charley Mitchell, the head of the National City
Bank. * For crying out loud,” there is 8 man who has dealt in bil-
lions. Nothing cheap or small about him.

If that man isn't a “ big " mind, then I don't know one. There
is a man of conception, of execution, of conclusion. To add six
gmta onto a deal meant not the slightest thing in the world

When that fellow found he had $20,000,000 or so of worthless
bonds on his hands do you think he worried and threw up the
sponge with the ejaculation: “ Ye gawds, I am sunk " ?

He did nothing of the kind. He organized another company
to hold these bonds and sold the stock in that company. That,
my friends, is a8 *“ big " mind’s knowledge of finance.

Now, his appointment as Secretary of the Treasury would have
been inspiring. Because the next Secretary of the Treasury must
refund some ten blllions or so. He could have done it in some
way. Maybe he would have organized a holding company for
the United States.

But it is to utterly misapprehend the situation to criticize Mr.
Roosevelt for not naming him. Mr. Mitchell is utterly unavail-
able. It would unquestionably take a steamshovel to get him
away from the enclosure of those high-priced, wise-looking law-
yers, who sif with him at the hearings of the Senate Banking
and Currency Committee. )
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If that isn't a treat for the sore eyes, I'll eat my hat. I would
give a lot to be a cartoonist, a Kirby or a Talburt, for just' the
nonce.

Just at present Mr. Mitchell is not on the stand, Mr. Pecora,
the energetic committee questioner, is plying one question after
another into Mr. Baker, another head of the National City Bank.

Mr. Mitchell has retired temporarily to the spectators’ row.
There he sits, the personification of American rugged individ-
ualism. But now with an injured air. He has told without
blushing, without shame, how he paid no income taxes, not even
with his wealth which runs into the millions, in 1829 or '30 or
'81—I forget just which one of the years. And the way he got
out of it was simply to transfer some $3,000,000 worth of securi-
ties to a member of the family for a brief period, & transaction
by which, instead of showing an income to the Government, he
was able to show a loss. There is no question that our incomes
are drying up in this country.

And flanking the gentleman, this master of finance, this patriot,
this builder, this Yankee ingenuity, is a parade of lawyers. The
President is surrounded by Secret Service men. They never
envelop him more than the lawyers are enveloping Mr. Mitchell.

The newspapermen say to one another: “ They’ll have Frank
Hogan in the group to-morrow. The fire is getting hot.”

What a picture it makes. The beady eyes, sitting as they might
sit of Bundays in the Episcopal Church, the small and egg-
shaped skulls, the receding hair, and the bald heads, all sitting
there with their hands folded across their laps, The “big"
minds. Roosevelt should certainly have had one in his Cabinet.

It is a pity that the late Senator Caraway is not here. I
should like to see him now a member of the Harrison economics
committee and have these birds come before him holding up
their hands and adjuring: “ We must have sound money."

And hear Caraway ask them: “ How about sound stocks and
sound sense? ™

Talk about inflationists, Caraway was a deflationist—of “big”
minds. I wish he were here.

CORRECTION IN LAW RELATIVE TO DISCRIMINATIONS IN CERTAIN
LAND GRANTS

Mr. NYE. Mr. President, on February 14 last, the Presi-
dent approved a bill, which had been passed by the Senate
and House, to remove existing discriminations incident to
certain land grants and subject them fo the same conditions
that govern other land grants of their class.

The attention of the Committee on Public Lands has, by
the Director of the Budget, been called to the fact that
there is an error involving only a date which he would like
to have corrected. The bill itself as it passed the Congress
and as it has been approved by the President referred to
another act, being the act of July 2, 1866, when it should
refer to the act of July 27, 1866. To accomplish the correc-
tion which is sought, for the Public Lands Committee, I am
reporting a joint resolution and ask unanimous consent for
its immediate consideration.

The joint resolution (S. J. Res. 259) to amend the act
entitled “ An act to remove existing discriminations incident
to certain land grants and to subject them to the same con-
ditions that govern other land grants of their class,” ap-
proved February 14, 1933, was read the first time by its title
and the second time at length, as follows:

Resolved, ete., That the act entitled “ An act to remove existing
discriminations incident to certain land grants and to subject
them to the same conditions that govern other land grants of
their class,” approved February 14, 1933, be, and the same is
hereby, amended by striking out “ July 2, 1866, where it occurs
therein and inserting in lieu thereof * July 27, 1886.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the joint resolution?

Mr. KING. Mr. President, I have no objection to the
consideration of the joint resolution, but I will ask the Sen-
ator if it has been unanimously reported by the committee?

Mr. NYE. It is by action of the committee that the reso-
lution is reported.

Mr. KING. And what does the joint resolution seek to
accomplish?

Mr. NYE. It is merely designed to correct a date that
appears in the bill which the Congress has passed and which
the President has approved very recently. It proposes fo
change a date from the second of a month to the twenty-
seventh of the same month. It was merely an error in the
drafting of the measure.

Mr. EING. It does not affect any right which the Gov-
ernment or any person has?

Mr. NYE. In no case.

Mr, EING. I have no objection.
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
present consideration of the joint resolution?

There being no objection, the joint resolution was consid-
ered, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the
third time, and passed.

AMENDMENT TO BANKRUPTCY ACT

The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R.
14359) to amend an act entitled “ An act to establish a uni-
form system of bankruptey throughout the United Stafes,”
approved July 1, 1898, and acts amendatory thereof and
supplementary thereto.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I ask to
have printed in the Recorp a memorandum prepared by
a prominent lawyer discussing certain legal aspects of the
bankruptcy bill pending before the Senate as the unfinished
business. I ask that the memorandum may be printed and
lie on the table.

There being no objection, the memorandum was ordered
to be printed in the Recorp and to lie on the table, as fol-
lows:

MEMORANDUM ON THE PROPOSED AMENDMENT TO THE BANERUFICY
ACT

I have before me a memorandum by Solicitor General Thacher
relative to H. R. 14359, to amend the bankruptcy act. It is an
exhaustive study of the bill now pending before the Congress of
the United States, and I might add that it has passed the other
House and 18 being considered by the Senate.

Dj g for a moment I want to refer to the decisions of the
Bupreme Court of the United States on this question. They are
not numerous. Perhaps the first was Sturgis v. Crowninshield
(decided in 1819 and reported in 4 Wheaton 122). It has no par-
ticular application to the question at hand, but is part of the
history of bankruptcy legislation. It held in effect, in consider-
ing a bankruptcy statute of the State of New York, that the
Pankruptey or insolvency law of a State can not discharge a
debtor in that State from his previously incurred liability to pay,
as the Constitution forbids the State to impair the obligations of
a contract. The State law, under consideration in that case, was
designed not only to liberate the debtor from his contractual lia-
bility but also from imprisonment. Four years later, however,
the Supreme Court in United States ». Wilson (8 Wheaton 253)
held that a State law releasing the debtor from the imprisonment
penalty does not impair the obligations of future contracts. In
1827 in Ogden v. Saunders (12 Wheaton 213) they held that such
a State law does not impair the obligations of future contracts
nor could it have extraterritorial effect if the creditor lived out-
slde the State unless the creditor had submitted himself to the
jurisdiction of the State. I merely cite these cases to call the
Senate's attention to the fact that that body should not be slow
;ow to give the rellef which bankruptcy laws were designed to

ve.

The first fundamental law of the land, the Articles of Confed-
eration, did not deal with this subject. In the Constitutional
Convention held in Virginia in 1787, to which was submitted the
new Constitution for rejection or adoption, this and every other
question was ably debated by Marshall, Madison, Randolph, and
other great men of American history favoring adoption of the
Constitution, while the opposition was voiced and led by Patrick
Henry, America’s first patriot perhaps, and certainly her greatest
orator, ably assisted by Mason, who had declined to sign the
Constitution, and others. When section 8 of Article I was
reached, the debate was rather desultory, or at least, very little
of it was reported by David Robertson, or the other shorthand
reporters who assisted him. But they did get a ringing sentence
of Henry's in reply to one of the other oratorical gladiators when
Henry stated in effect that the courts of equity abrogated the
obligations of contracts as a common practice and that they had
been doing so for hundreds of years.

Congress was loath to adopt a bankruptey law and falled to do
so until April 4, 1800. This act was but short lived being re-
pealed in 1803, and because of the absence of a national bank-
ruptcy law the States were compelled to pass remedial legislation
of that kind. In August, 1841, Congress again passed a bank-
ruptcy act which was repealed in less than two years. On March
3, 1867, they once more enacted similar legislation which re-
mained on the statute books until 1878. On July 1, 1898, a
bankruptcy law was enacted which, with amendments, is still
on the statute books and which the Senate is seeking to amend
to-day.

This relief should be granted because the national bankruptecy
act while on the statute books suspends, in effect, the bankruptcy
laws of ithe Btates with reference to the same question. There-
fore Congress should exercise its undoubted right to regulate the
relationship between debtor and creditor. In EKunzler ». Kohaus
(6 Hill 317), in the opinion announced by Justice Cowen, it is
sald: * Congress shall have the power to establish uniform laws
on the subject of any person’s general inability to pay his debts
throughout the United States.” This was his interpretation of the
power granted to Congress with reference to bankruptcy legisla-
tion. And in re Reiman (7 Benjamin 455) there was considered
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for compositions “ whether an adjudication In bankruptey shall
Have been had or not,” and the constitutionality of this amend-
ment was upheld. These decisions are fully discussed in the brief
of Solicitor General Thacher, which is in possession of every Sen-
ator, proving beyond peradventure the right of Congress to ad-
minister the remedy as set forth in the bill under consideration.

Now, as to the justice of it. It seems to me that this need
no argument. As to the necessity for such legislation, “ He wha
runs may read,” and we all read of a desperate situation of debtors
of every kind and character, and with one voice they are crying to
us for relief. Opponents of this measure talk about the abrogation
of contracts as though it is sancrosant, but every student of the
Bible—nay, every casual reader of the Bible—knows that the
greatest lawgiver of which the Old Testament preserves a record
made a provision for the release of debtors every seven years. In
other words all obligations were canceled every seven years. Evi-
dently Moses pald but little attention to this invention of the
debtors and it makes its appearance now in the Senate under
the guise of the holy of holies, that is to say, the impairment of
the obligations of contracts,

There was argument in the legal tender cases that it was the
purpose of the people to put an end to misuses and abuses of
paper issued by the banking institutions of the different States
which composed the confederation. This was answered by the
provision of the making of “anything but gold and silver coin a
tender in the payment of debts" stand in the Constitution not
against the Nation but against the States. While probably the
decisions finally were based on other grounds, yet thess cases
were argued on these issues. In other words, there can be no
question but that the Congress of the United States has full
authority to pass legislation not only to regulate the relationship
between creditor and debtor but it has the absolute right to pass
laws abrogating contracts.

The only inhibition In section 10, Article I, with reference to
the abrogation of contracts is “No State ghall * * * pass
* * * any law impairing the obligations of contracts.” And,
of course, not even the most reactionary in this country
would claim that that places any restriction on the Congress of
the United States with reference to contracts.

It is my judgment, although of course I would not advocate
such a course, that so far as the organic law or any decision in-
terpretative thereof the Congress of the United States, so long as
there is due process—that is to say, so long as the parties are given
a tribunal and reasonable time to present their case, in other
words, have their day in court, can unguestionably abrogate con-
tracts not even under the guise of bankrupty laws so far as the
people of the Distriect of Columbia and the Territories are con-
cerned. And I am not prepared to resist the statement made by
some of my colleagues in private conversation that the Congress
of the United States can, provided there is due process, pass legis-
lation to abrogate contracts throughout the United States. But
whether they can or not, we are confronted in the various States
of the Union where the people have taken the law into their own
hands and are in effect abrogating contracts, with a serious situa-
tion, so that the least that can be done is for the Senate to pass
legislation of this character to give relief to the debtor and compel
the creditor to be reasonable and readjust a contract made un-
conscionable by conditions over which neither debtor nor creditor
had any control.

I have used the word “ unconscionable.” There is no lawyer of
any general experience in practice who has not had contracts as
sacred as any that were ever written abrogated by the court by
the simple word “unconscionable.” I might also suggest that
contracts have been set aside and abrogated because it is said
they are usurious. Is there a lawyer in the Senate of the United
States who has not heard of the statute of limitations? Does it
or does it not abrogate contracts? And what about the statute
of frauds and perjuries? The Constitution of the United States
does not place the inhibition on the States only with reference
to written contracts but says “ contracts.” But what about the
statute of frauds? It abrogates oral contracts and contracts where
one person obligates to pay the debts of another. Is there any
lawyer who is not familiar with that doctrine? Is there anyone
who will say that that is not abrogation? I might make a solemn
obligation with my neighbor to purchase his lot or house or farm,
and when I call in a few days to get him to transfer it to me he
can laugh in my face and tell . me the contract was not in writing,
and the courts will sustain him. Is this or is this not abrogation
of contracts? Or, if I make a contract with a merchant or a broker
which looks to the requirement of purchasing personal property,
and If it should happen that it is of the value of more than $50,
he could laugh me to scorn and the courts would deny me a
remedy because of the statute of frauds. But will any sane per-
son say that this is not the abrogation of a contract? Other in-
stances of legal fictions and devices to meet a speclal situation
which human experience has found necessary might be cited, and
that is what the Congress of the United States is up agalnst now.
The human experience which all debtors are up against now
demand it, and it is my firm conviction that that situation should
be met by the passing of this measure by the Senate.

Mr. McNARY obtained the floor.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from
Oregon yield to the Senator from Arkansas?

Mr. McNARY, I yield.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, some ques-
tion arose yesterday as to what course should be taken
respecting the bill that constitutes the unfinished business.
Two sections of the bill, those sections relating to composi-
tions for individuals and for farmers, were agreed to, and
an amendment was presented by the Senator from Delaware
[Mr. Hastines] having relationship to railroad reorganiza-
tions. I should like to have some discussion now as to the
practicability of concluding the amendment of the Senatfor
from Delaware. This session is rapidly drawing toward a
close, and it is my opinion, after a somewhat careful study
of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Delaware,
that we ought to take action on it and incorporate it in the
bill. I believe that it would be helpful and quite advan-
tageous to do so. I know that if there is serious opposition
to that course it will tend to result in the prevention of
other legislation which ought to be taken up and acted
upon.

I should like to have some expression on that point. It
is my thought that if the Senate is not ready to proceed
with the Hastings amendment to the bankruptcy bill we
might lay that measure temporarily aside and take up the
bill 8. 5369, by Mr. HurL and Mr. WaLcorr, having rela-
tionship to the postponement of the foreclosure of mort-
gages for a period of two years, and for other purposes.

Mr., HASTINGS. Mr. President, I should like to say to
the Senator from Arkansas that following the suggestion
made to me yesterday by that Senator, while I was making
an effort to explain this bill, I have told several Senators
that, in my judgment, we would not take up these sections
to-day—at least, I would not insist upon it to-day—so as
to give Senators an opportunity over the week-end to ex-
amine thoroughly the railroad section and the corporate
reorganization section in order that we might be able to
take them up and dispose of them during the early part of
the coming week.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, can the
Senator supply information as to whether those Senators
who expressed themselves yesterday as particularly desirous
of making a study of the sections referred fo will be ready
to go on with them on Monday? I think we ought to avail
ourselves of every opportunity to consider legislation that is
recognized as of great importance.

Mr. HASTINGS. I am quite sure that the Senators who
really desire seriously to consider the sections referred to
will have an opportunity before Monday to consider them
and ought to be willing at that time to take them up and
discuss them. My thought is that, whatever is done to-day,
we ought on Monday to consider the questions involved and
see whether or not the Senate is going to incorporate either
of those additional sections in the bill.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas, Mr, President, I inquire,
would the Senate be willing to lay aside temporarily the
bankruptey bill and proceed with the consideration for a
time of the bill to which I have referred? I realize that it
is late in the day but, in view of the very limited time that
remains between now and the end of the session, I should
like to have some action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Arkansas
asks unanimous consent temporarily to lay aside the un-
finished business. Is there objection? 1

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, I have no objection to
laying aside temporarily the bankruptcy bill, with the dis-
tinct understanding that its consideration will be resumed
on Monday.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair hears no objec-
tion, and the unfinished business is temporarily laid aside.

POSTPONEMENT OF MORTGAGE FORECLOSURES

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I ask unani-
mous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration
of Senate bill 5639.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I inquire is that the so-
called Hull-Walcott bill?

Mr. BORAH. It is,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the
request of the Senator from Arkansas that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 5639?

There being no objection, the Senate proceeded to con-
sider the bill (S. 5639) providing for loans or advances by
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation for the purpose of
securing the postponement of the foreclosure of certain
mortgages for a period of two years, and for other purposes.

Mr, KING. Mr. President, is it the purpose to take this
bill up for consideration to-night?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. It has already been taken
up; we are considering it now.

Mr, KING. I did not so understand.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill will be read.

The Chief Clerk proceeded to read the bill.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, are amendments now in
order?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The bill is being read. If
there be no objection, the formal reading of the bill will be
dispensed with and, without objection, amendments will be
considered in order unless the full reading of the bill is
demanded. The Chair hears no objection.

The bill (8. 5639) providing for loans or advances by the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation for the purpose of se-
curing the postponement of the foreclosure of certain mort-
gages for a period of two years, and for other purposes, is as
follows:

Be it enacted, etec., That with a view to ow unprecedented
panic conditions which seriously threaten the destruction of agri-
culture, and with a view to alleviating the suffering resulting from
the foreclosure of mortgages on farm lands and on small homes,
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation is authorized and directed
to make loans or advances, at a rate of interest not to exceed ¢
per cent per annum, through its regional agricultural credit cor-
porations, or otherwise, in the amount of $500,000,000, or so much
thereof as may be necessary, to mortgagees for the purpose of
securing the postponement for two years from the date of ap-
proval of this act of the foreclosure of farm mortgages, and of
mortgages on homes occupied by their owners and of a value not
exceeding $8,000 as determined by the Reconstruction Finance Cor-
poration, not including junior mortgages, on account of (1) de-
fault for more than six months in the payment of mortgage inter-
est and principal due under the terms of the mortgage, and (2)
unpaid delinquent taxes in arrears for more than 12 months, ex-
cluding interest and penalties: Provided, That during such 2-year
period such mortgagees shall charge the mortgagors interest at a
rate not exceeding 4 per cent per annum on the aggregate amount
of such delinquent taxes and defaulted interest and prinecipal with
respect to which loans or advances are made to the mortgagees
pursuant to this act.

Bec. 2. No such advance or loan shall be made unless the Recon-
struction Finance Corporation is satisfied that the m has
first protected his mortgage rights by paying accrued delinquent
taxes for the mortgagor, as aforesaid, and that the mortgagor,
after exercising ordinary diligence to meet accrued interest and
principal payments, has defaulted thereon over a period of six
months. If, in these circumstances and conditions, the mortgagor -
should execute and duly acknowledge a certificate setting out the
facts as to such default in payment of interest and principal and
delinquent taxes, his inability to pay the same, and the fact that
the mortgagee had thereupon pald such delinquent taxes, in ac-
cordance with the terms of the mortgage, and that the amount so
paid had become a part of the mortgage debt, the mortgagee may
thereupon apply to and secure from said Reconstruction Finance
Corporation an advance or loan In the aggregate amount of the
delinquent taxes paid by such mortgagee and of the interest and
principal due and unpaid on said mortgage for a period of more
than six months; except that the amount so advanced or loaned
by the corporation to any mortgagee on account of unpaid prin-
cipal shall not exceed 5 per cent of the amount of the unpaid
principal of his mortgage. Before any such advance or loan is
made the mortgagee shall transfer the certificate aforesaid of the
mortgagor to the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, shall assign
his mortgage to the corporation, or furnish such other collateral
as may be acceptable to the corporation, as security for such ad-
vance or loan, and shall agree to the satisfaction of the corpora-
tion that during such 2-year period he will not proceed against the
mortgagor on account of default in the payment of interest or
principal due under the terms of his mortgage and will not fore-
close his mortgage unless the property covered by the mortgage
is abandoned by the mortgagor or unless, in opinion of the corpo-
ration, such foreclosure is necessary for other reasons: Provided,
That in the case of advances or loans by the corporation to the
Federal land banks or joint-stock land banks, that part of each
such advance or loan representing the interest and principal due
and unpaid on any mortgage, shall be secured by an assignment
to the corporation of the bank’s lien under the mortgage with
respect to which such advance or loan is made, and the lien
so transferred shall be subordinate to the existing lien of the
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bank for the balance due the bank under such mortgage; but the
corporation may require the bank to furnish collateral of the char-
acter described in subsection (b) of section 5 of this act as security
for such loan or advance, if such collateral is available to the
bank. The Reconstruction Finance Corporation shall thereupon
make the advance or loan in the aggregate amount of the de-
linquent taxes and the defaulted interest and principal payments
as aforesaid.

Except as herein otherwise specifically provided, such loans or
advances shall be made on such terms and conditions as the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation may prescribe, but no such
loan or advance shall be made until the Reconstruction Finance
Corporation is satisfled that all amounts so loaned or advanced
shall be used solely for the purposes herein provided.

BEc. 3. As used in this act—

(a) The term “ mortgagee" includes any individual, trustee,
executor, administrator, receiver, partnership, association, or cor-
poration holding a first mortgage (1) on farm lands, as such lands
ere defined by regulations of the Federal Farm Loan Board made
pursuant to the Federal farm loan act, as amended, or (2) on a
home of the character specified in section 1 of this act; and

(b) The term *“first mortgage" includes such classes of first
liens on farm lands or on homes, and the credit instruments
secured thereby, as shall be approved by the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation.

Sec. 4. Any receiver appointed by the Federal Farm Loan Board
pursuant to section 29 of the Federal farm loan act, as amended,
is authorized, for the purposes of paying taxes on farm real estate
owned by the bank and for the further purposes specified in
section 1 of this act, with the approval of the Federal Farm Loan
Board, to borrow from the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
and to issue receiver's certificates as security for any advance or
loan received from the corporation under this act.

Sec. 5. (a) The Reconstruction Finance Corporation is further
authorized and directed to make available out of the funds of
the corporation the sum of $100,000,000 to be used, for a period
of not exceeding two years from the date of approval of this act,
to make loans to the joint-stock land banks organized and doing
business under the Federal farm loan act, as amended, at an
interest rate not to exceed 4 per cent per annum, payable annu-
ally. Buch loans shall be made upon application therefor by such
banks and upon compliance with the requirements of this section.
The amount which may be loaned hereunder to any such bank
shall not exceed an amount having the same proportion to the
said $100,000,000 as the mortgages of such bank outstanding on
the date of approval of this act bear to the total morigages of
all the joint-stock land banks outstanding on such date.
~ (b) Any joint-stock land bank applying for a loan under this
section shall deliver to the Reconstruction Finance Corporation
as collateral security therefor first mortgages or purchase-money
mortgages on farm lands, first mortgages on farm real estate
owned by the bank in fee simple, or such other collateral as may
be available to sald bank, including sales contracts and sheriff's
certificates on farm lands. The real estate upon which such col-
lateral is based shall be appraised by appraisers appointed by the
Federal Farm Loan Board, and the borrowing bank shall be entitled
to borrow not to exceed 60 per cent of the normal value of such
real estate as determined by such appraisal. Fees for such ap-
praisals shall be paid by the applicant banks in such amounts
as may be fixed by the Federal Farm Loan Board. No such loan
shall be made until the applicant bank, under regulations to be
prescribed by the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, (1) shall
have agreed to grant to each borrower then indebted to the bank
under the terms of a first mortgage a reduction to 4 per cent
per annum in the rate of interest specified in such mortgage,
beginning at his next regular installment date, for a period of two
years from the date of approval of this act, (2) shall have agreed
to the satisfaction of the corporation that during such 2-year
period the bank will not proceed against the mortgagor on ac-
count of default in the payment of interest or principal due
under the terms of its mortgage and will not foreclose its mort-
gage unless the property covered by such mortgage is abandoned
by the mortgagor or unless, in the opinion of the corporation,
such foreclosure is necessary for other reasons, and (8) shall have
agreed that the farm-loan bonds issued by the bank will be
accepted at their face value in payment of any indebtedness due
the bank under the terms of a first mortgage held by the bank.

Sec. 6. The provisions of this act shall not apply with respect
to any farm lands unless the interest of the mortgagor therein
was acquired before January 1, 1831, and unless the first mortgage
on such lands with respect to which a loan or advance is applied
for under this act was executed before January 1, 1931.

SEc, 7. The Reconstruction Finance Corporation is authorized to
make such rules and regulations as may be necessary to out
the purposes of this act and to make the relief contemplated by
this act immediately available.

8ec. 8. The Federal Farm Loan Board shall cooperate with the
Reconstruction Finance Corporation to the fullest practicable ex-
tent in administering the provisions of this act, and shall make
available to the corporation its services and facilities in order to
avoid preventable expense or duplication of effort.

SEec. 9. Any person who makes any material false representation
for the purpose of obtaining any loan or advance under this act,
or in assisting in obtaining any such loan or advance, shall, upon
conviction thereof, be fined not more than §1,000 or imprisoned
not more than six months, or both.
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Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, on page 1, line 9, I move to
strike out “ 4 per centum ” and insert “ 3 per centum.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be
stated.

The CHier CLERE. On page 1, line 9, before the words
“ per centum,” it is proposed to strike out the numeral “ 4
and insert the numeral “ 3,” so as to read:

At a rate of interest not to exceed 3 per centum per annum.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not
know whether any member of the committee desires to
resist that amendment or not. Of course, everyone would
like to see the rate made as low as it is possible to make it
without injustice to the credit of the Government of the
United States; but this rate has been pretty carefully
considered, I am informed, by the Committee on Banking
and Currency. It represents a substantial reduction in the
rates that are now being charged.

I do not intend to resist the amendment of the Senator
from Idaho if the members of the Committee on Banking
and Currency think it is all right.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, when we take into considera-
tion the interest which the mortgagors will be paying upon
other obligations which this bill is designed to help them
carry, it will be practically impossible for them to get any
relief out of this situation. I think, in view of the condition
that exists, the Government can afford to make the loan at
3 per cent. Ihave not talked with the members of the com-
mittee, but I have talked with people who are interested in
the subject, and I believe that 3 per cent will protect the
Government sufficiently. It will not enable it to make any
money but it will protect it, and that is all that ought to be
done.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course, the Government
does not wish to make money, or at least I do not wish that
the Government shall make money out of these transactions,
but——

Mr. FLETCHER. It is costing the Government 31 per
cent now.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The maximum rate carried
is 4 per cent, and, as stated by the Senator from Florida,
the rate which the Government is now paying is 32 per
cent. I do not feel that we ought to put in the bill a rate of
interest that will make it certain that the Government will
lose money by the legislation.

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, if the Senator will yield
there, I will state to the Senators from Idaho and Arkansas
that when this bill originally was introduced it carried a rate
of 3% per cent.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That is right.

Mr. BARKLEY. It was represented to the committee that
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, through which this
money is to be loaned, is now paying 3% per cent for money,
and the margin of one-half of 1 per cent simply allows
something for administration.

Personally I should like to see the Senator’s amendment
adopted; but to fix a 3 per cent rate for this money will
mean that there will be a loss of at least one-half of 1 per
cent in the transactions.

Mr. BORAH. I do not think so.

Mr. BARKLEY. Well, we had the word of the members of
the Reconstruction Finance Corporation, which will have
charge of the transactions, that that was the case, and we
relied upon them. I think, as a matter of fact, that that is
what is happening.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, will the Senator
yield?

Mr. BORAH. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin.

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know nothing about this bill. I
have had no opportunity to read it. Would it ke amiss to
ask some Senator who is familiar with the bill to make a
brief statement, setting forth the principal things which
the bill provides, and what it seeks to accomplish?

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator from Idaho
yield to me at that point?

Mr. BORAH. I yield.
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Mr. REED. It seems to me that it is highly unfair to
the Senate to ask it to proceed here with both of the authors
of the bill out of the Chamber, and with most of the Sena-
tors not having the faintest suspicion that we are working
on a bill of this magnitude.

This bill appropriates $500,000,000 for a fotally new ex-
periment in government. Perhaps it is wise. I do not know.
I have not had time even to read the bill. I think the least
we can do is to give other Senators a chance to know what
is going on. Therefore, if the Senator will yield for that
purpose, I will suggest the absence of a quorum.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, will the Senator withhold
that suggestion for a moment?

Mr. REED. I withhold it. "

Mr. McNARY. As far as I could oppose action this after-
noon, I should exercise that privilege in regard to the adop-
tion of any amendment. I thought the Senator from Ar-
kansas probably would take advantage of the opportunity
to explain the bill to the Senate, in order that the Mem-
bers might be thinking of it between now and the time when
it comes up some day next week, if it comes up at all. I
do not think anyone desires any action to-night on the bill,
or any amendment that may be offered or pending thereto.

If the Senator from Arkansas desires to make a state-
ment, I think we would be glad to hear him. Otherwise I
think, exactly as the Senator from Pennsylvania has said,
that we should recess until 11 o’clock on Monday.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have no
disposition to make a statement for the mere purpose of
consuming time. This bill has been before the Senate for
several days. It is a matter of pressing importance. I can
make a statement, but——

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, let me ask the Senator one
question before he starts on the statement.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly.

Mr. BORAH. There is an exceedingly important pro-
vision on page 7 in which Senators who are not here are
interested. If it is going to be contested, I shall have to
urge that the bill go over. Otherwise, I shall not. I refer
to clause (3) on page 7.

MR. FLETCHER. Beginning in line 19?

Mr. BORAH. Yes; in line 19. If reads:
and (3) shall have agreed that the farm-loan bonds issued by
the bank will be accepted at their face value in payment of any
indebtedness due the bank under the terms of a first mortgage
held by the bank.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr, President, of course
that provision will be contested. In my view of the matter
the provision is plainly unconstitutional, and would have
the effect of putting every joint-stock land bank into receiv-
ership in the immediate or early future.

I have no disposition to crowd this measure unduly if
Senators wish to take a recess. It is late, as I said in the
beginning. If some other Senator does not do so, I shall
move fo strike that language from the bill; and I shall
want to be heard on the motion if the provision is to be
seriously insisted upon. If the Senator wishes the matter
to go over until Monday, or until it can be taken up, I
shall not object to doing that.

I had this thought:

There is an admirable statement, fully explaining the
general provisions of the bill, in the report submitted by the
authors of the bill. Everyone knows that the original
author of the bill, the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. HuLL]l,
is preparing fo leave the Senate to take the office of Secre-
tary of State, is now engaged in preparation for his labors
there, and will not return to the Senate. The Senator from
Connecticut [Mr. Warcorr], who joined with him in the
authorship and report of the bill, happens to be tempo-
rarily absent from the Chamber.

It was my thought that with conditions as they are, with
riots occurring at many of the county seats where fore-
closures are attempted and where tax sales are being car-
ried out, where force is being used to prevent foreclosures,
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if we are going to do anything about it, we ought to do it
before the end of this session.

Mr. BORAH. I agree with the Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. We ought to take action
on it, and we ought not to justify ourselves in failing to act
merely because not every Senator here has studied the bill

We all realize that there are thousands and thousands of
bills introduced in both Houses of Congress, and no Senator
ever familiarizes himself with all of them. What actually
happens is that he makes a study of the subjects in which
he is especially interested and the bills that he thinks are
of primary and of especial importance.

If this bill is to be disposed of in time to receive consider-
ation by the House of Representatives, some action ought
to be taken on it, and there ought not to be any great
controversy growing out of this proposition.

I realize fully that if the Senate does not wish to act on
the bill, any one Senator here can prevent action. I realize
that I am not in a position fo insist upon the passage of the
measure this afternoon. I do think, however, that it is
rather a simple matter.

The purpose is, as explained in the committee report,
which is merely cne and one-half printed pages, to provide
a fund from the credit resources of the Reconstruction
Finance Corporation out of which loans may be made to
mortgagees holding farm mortgages for the purpose of
causing a suspension of foreclosures and for the purpose of
causing a reduction in the interest rates that are being
charged to the mortgagors.

There are other provisions in the bill which contemplate
that this suspension of foreclosures shall be for a period of
two years, the thought being that in the meantime and
before the expiration of the two years the Congress will
have the opportunity to formulate and enact permanent
legislation looking to the refinancing of farm mortgages on
a basis that will enable the farm owners to save their prop-
erties or at least will enable many of them to accomplish
that result.

The provision that has been referred to by the Senator
from Idaho is that joint-stock land banks shall be required
to accept bonds of the bank at their face value in payment
of farm mortgage indebtedness due the bank. The point is
that these bonds on the market are worth from 20 to 50
cents on the dollar. The contracts are payable in legal
tender. To require the banks to accept 20 or 30 cents on
the dollar in payment of the indebtedness due them, as
anyone can see, will result in the immediate insolvency of
every joint-stock land bank in the United States and the
consequent foreclosure of thousands of farm mortgages.

Mr. COUZENS. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly I yield.

Mr. COUZENS. I do not quite catch the thought of the
Senator.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. These bonds have not
matured. They are not due for quite a long period. What
is it that the Senator does not catch?

Mr. COUZENS. I do not quite catch the point as to how
it would put the joint-stock land banks into bankruptcy,
because obviously they would not have fo take the bonds
until they matured.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. But thaf is just exactly
where the Senator is wrong. The requirement of the pro-
vision is that they must be accepted at their face value in
payment of indebtedness due the bank.

Mr. COUZENS. Yes. .

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The bonds have not ma-
tured. That is one of the reasons why I say that it would
be an invalid provision of law.

Mr. COUZENS. But certainly there would be no objec-
tion to surrendering them for payment when they were due,
would there? In other words, that provision might need an
amendment so that the bonds could not be submitted for
payment until they had matured.

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, this amendment was put
in by the unanimous vote of the committee.
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, no, no! The Sen-
ator either is misinformed or does not understand the true
situation.

“Mr. BORAH. I am reading from the report.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The amendment was put
in by a majority of 1, as stated by the chairman of the
committee. .

Mr. BORAH. I was misinformed, then.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Of course, I can not help
that.

Mr. BORAH. I talked with one of the authors of the
bill, and I am now reading from the report. It says:

"At the meeting of the full committee it was suggested as an

amendment that, in addition to these two requirements, a third
requirement be added as follows:

“and (3) shall have agreed that the farm-loan bonds issued
by the bank will be accepted at their face value in payment
of any indebtedness due the bank under the terms of a first
mortgage held by the bank.”

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is no statement
there that it was a unanimous report.

Mr. BORAH. No; and there is no statement that it was
a majority report.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. No; but every report is a
majority report unless it is otherwise stated. That is the
way committees report; and the chairman of the committee
states to me now—he is present—that the vote was by a
majority of 1.

Mr. BORAH. Of course, I accept his statement.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I undertake to say that
the Congress can not require anyone to accept payment of
an obligation, which by law is payable in legal tender, in
securities or paper or property worth 20 to 30 cents on the
dollar. It constitutes a taking of property without due
process of law.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President——

Mr. BORAH. As I said a moment ago, if the matter is
to be resisted, I will not press it to-night.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The matter is to be re-
sisted. The Senator need not doubt that.

Mr. BORAH. Then the Senator from Idaho would like
some time to present it.

Mr. BROOKHART. Mr. President, regarding the state-
ment just made by the Senator from Arkansas, this bill
provides that the Reconstruction Finance Corporation may
make a $100,000,000 loan to these joint-stock land banks,
but it provides as a condition that before they make such
loan they shall agree to permit the farmer fo pay his
mortgage in the bonds of the bank. There is no question
of constitutionality about it. They do not get the loan
unless they agree to this.

Under the law as it stands now the banks have the right
to accept these bonds if they want to at any time in the
payment of their mortgages, but instead of following that
policy they are foreclosing the mortgages, they are selling
the farm lands at a low price, and have done more in the
State of Iowa to beat down land values than any other
foreclosures in the State. Then they have taken advan-
tage of the low prices and have bought the bonds at 35 or 40
cents on the dollar and balanced their books.

If the Government of the United States is now to come
in and relieve them by a $100,000,000 loan, it is only fair
that they should require these banks to give the farmers
the benefit of those depreciated bonds, and they will not
go into receiverships, either.

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, will the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. LONG. I just wanted to ask the Senator from Iowa
a question. I understand that these bonds are selling for
from 30 to 35 cents on the dollar.

Mr. BROOKHART. I think they average 40 cents for
the joint-stock land banks of the country. Some of them
are down to 20 cents.

Mr. LONG. If these people do not get the payments back
in money, are they going to be able to continue in business?
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Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas.. Certainly they would not
be able to operate.

Mr. BROOKHART. They could get a loan of $100,000,000
under this proposal.

Mr. LONG. I know that, but take any bank, take a Fed-
eral reserve bank. Some of the bank stocks are selling for
10 or 15 cents on the dollar. Suppose they could pay loans
at the bank to-day in those stocks or bonds. What I was
wondering about was what they would have to operate on.

Mr. BROOKHART. They would have their obligations
canceled, and the books would balance just as well that way,
with the farmer paying, as in any other way.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The point is, the bonds are
not due.

Mr. LONG. How long are they to run?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Most of them are amortized
over a period of 34 years, and this propesal is to take a bond
that is amortized over a period of 34 years and apply it on
an indebtedness that is now due. The proposal is so un-
reasonable that I can not understand how any lawyer would
regard it as consistent with the fundamental principles of
Jjustice.

The Senator from Iowa has referred to the fact that this
provision is coupled with a plan for a loan, and that it is
one of the conditions on which a loan may be made. There
are other considerations I shall hereafter discuss in connec-
tion with the matter, which I think make it evident that,
notwithstanding all that the Senator from Iowa has said,
were true, the provision would still be held invalid by any
court in the United States. How can a bank, as suggested by
the Senator from Louisiana, borrow money at 4 per cent,
and accept in payment of its obligations property valued at
20 to 30 cents on the dollar?

Mr. BROOKHART. If the Senator please, that same
property is its own bonds, valued at 100 cents on the dollar.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. That makes not the slight-
est difference. .

Mr. BROOKHART. If makes a difference on the book
accounts. It balances the books all right. _

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, if the Senator from Arkansas
will permit me——

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly.

Mr. LONG. About how many of these bonds are out—
about ten billion?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Oh, no. There are out-
standing about $497,000,000 of joint-stock land bank bonds.

Mr. LONG. Practically $500,000,000. My friend, the
Senator from Oregon, was responsible for me asking a very
rash question.

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, the Senator asked me the
outstanding indebtedness on farms.

Mr. LONG. I beg the Senator’'s pardon.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The Senator from Louisi-
ana was speaking of the joint-stock land bank bonds.

Mr. LONG. It is very easy to see that if there is a loan of
$100,000,000—is that what the bill calls for?

Mr. BROOKHART. Yes.

Mr. LONG. It is impossible for a $500,000,000 corporation
to preserve its liquidity with a loan of $100,000,000.

Mr. BROOKHART. This $100,000,000 is not all they get.
They get all the farmers raise besides, in interest.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, here is an-
other proposition which ought to appeal to any fair-minded
person. We realize that the farmer who is in default, who
can not pay the taxes on his land, and can not pay the fifty
or one hundred or two hundred dollar installments that
are due, is not in position to buy joint-stock land bank
bonds, and the inevitable result of this provision would be to
encourage and stimulate speculation in the bonds of the
joint-stock land banks, to the detriment and ruin of the
borrowers and of the banks.

Who, with little cash money, knowing that he could sell
something or use something worth 20 cents on the market
for $1, would not be willing to put his money into those
bonds? Inevitably, the speculators would buy up the bonds;
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and if any farmer got the benefit, he would pay tribute to
the speculators.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. GEORGE. What difference does it make to the
farmer whether he pays it to the speculator or to the bank?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. The difference is this: The
bank would be wrecked for the benefit of the speculator; and
to the joint detriment of the farmer and the bank.

Mr. GEORGE. Mr. President, I was not asking about the
benefit to others; I said, what difference does it make to
the farmer if he is going to have to pay a hundred cents on
the dollar on a mortgage, when the bonds issued on the
mortgage can be bought in by the bank for 35 cents on the
dollar?

I think the Senator from Arkansas is overlooking the fact
that if the people of the United States, all of them, are to
lend their credit to the joint-stock land banks, the joint-
stock land banks then ought to be willing to cancel their
indebtedness against the farmer.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. President, the pro-
posal is that the joint-stock land banks shall give the
farmers the advantage of the reduced rate of interest. If
we require the joint-stock land banks to liquidate immedi-
ately obligations which will not be due for 30 or 34 years,
we will inevitably destroy them, we will put them into re-
ceiverships, we will make them insolvent.

Mr. REED. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I yield.

Mr. REED. Does it not come down to this: The farmer
who is flat broke, so many of them are, will not be able to
buy bonds with which to discharge his debt; the farmer who
is not flat broke, who still has some resources, will be able
to buy the bonds and turn them in to get rid of his
mortgage?

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly

Mr. REED. The result of that is that the farmer who
is not able to pay interest does not clean up his mortgage,
but he is not paying anything into the bank. The farmer
who is able to muster the cash, and, therefore, is the only
source of cash receipts for the joint-stock land bank, buys
the bonds and pays off his mortgage.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Surely.

Mr. REED. We would shut off all cash receipts of the
joint-stock land banks by the adoption of this expedient.

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. There is no doubt but that
" the enactment of the proposal would render every joint-stock
land bank in the system insolvent.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE

A message from the House of Representatives by Mr,
Chaffee, one of its clerks, announced that the House had
agreed to the report of the committee of conference on the
disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of
the Senate to the bill (H. R. 7716) to amend the radio act of
1927, approved February 23, 1927, as amended (U. 8. C,,
Supp. V, title 47, ch. 4), and for other purposes.

The message also announced that the House had agreed
to the report of the committee of conference on the dis-
agreeing votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the
Senate to the bill (H. R. 14363) making appropriations for
the Departments of State and Justice and for the judiciary,
and for the Departments of Commerce and Labor, for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1934, and for other purposes;
that the House had receded from its disagreement to the
amendments of the Senate numbered 1, 11, and 14 to the
- said bill, and concurred therein, and that the House further
insisted upon its disagreement to the amendment of the
Senate numbered 13 to the hill.

ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS PRESENTED

Mr. VANDENBERG, from the Committee on Enrolled
Bills, reported that on to-day, February 25, 1933, that com-
mittee presented to the President of the United States the
following enrolled bills and joint resolutions:

LXXVI—317

S.88. An act to authorize the Postmaster General to
investigate the conditions of the lease of the post-office
garage in Boston, Mass., and to readjust the terms thereof;

5.466. An act for the relief of the Allegheny Forging
Co.;

S.1044. An act authorizing the issuance to Cassie E.,

Howard of a patent for certain lands;

S.2148. An act for the relief of Clarence R. Killion;

S.2259. An act for the relief of Mathie Belsvig;

S.4286. An act to authorize credit in the disbursing ac-
count of Donna' M. Davis;

S.4287. An act for the relief of Harold W. Merrin;

5.4327. An act for the relief of Lizzie Pittman;

S.J.Res. 223. Joint resolution establishing the TUnited
States Georgia Bicentennial Commission, and for other pur-
poses; and

8. J. Res. 256. Joint resolution authorizing the Comptroller
of the Currency to exercise with respect to national bank-
ing associations powers which State officials may have with
respect to State banks, savings banks, and/or trust eom-
panies under State laws.

RECESS

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, I move that the Senate
take a recess until 11 o’clock Monday.

The motion was agreed fo; and the Senate (at 4 o’clock
and 55 minutes p. m.) took a recess until Monday, February
27, 1933, at 11 o'clock a. m.

CONFIRMATIONS

Ezxecutive nominations confirmed by the Senate February
25, 1933

Pusric HEALTH SERVICE
To be assistant surgeons

Ralph R. Braund.
Vernon A. Gotcher.

Victor H. Haas.
Clifton K. Himmelsbach.
Kenneth E, Gamm. Seymour D. Vestermark,
John W. Oliphant. Hollis U. Maness.
To be assistant dental surgeons
Ray P. Breaux.
Joseph J. Dunlay.
To be sanitary engineers
Arthur L. Dopmeyer. Arthur P. Miller.
Edmund C. Sullivan. Frederic J. Moss.
To be surgeons

Frank V. Meriwether.
Albert E. Russell.
Ralph D, Lillie,

To be senior surgeon
Grover A. Kempf.
To be medical director
Friench Simpson.
' To be assistant surgeons

Walter W. Hammond, jr. Leroy E. Burney.
Harold L. Lawrence. Charles R, Mallory.
To be passed assistant surgeons
Harold D. Lyman.
Frederick W. Kratz.
To be assistant surgeons

Cassius J. Van Slyke.
Qliver C. Williams,

Walter G. Nelson.
Calvin C. Applewhite.
Roy E. Bodet.

Bert R. Boone.
Don 8. Cameron.
C. Benjamin Spencer.
To be assistant dental surgeon
Walter J. Pelton.
To be assistant sanitary engineer
Joseph M. Dalla Valle.
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